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PREFACE 



This project was undertaken to assist states in facilitating the 
development of a needs assessment management system in special education with a 
specific focus on the needs of physical educators serving handicapped studentt>. 
Historically, there has been limited data on the training needs of this group. 
It was apparent that states encountered extreme difficulty in developing 
effective strategies and implementation to foster reliable and valid needs data* 

In meeting this goal. Project staff focused first-year efforts toward 
establishing direct communication channels with State Education Agency personnel 
charged with responsibility for Comprehensive System of Personnel Development. 
Regional meetings conducted by the Cooperative Manpower Planning Pr^^ject, 
University of Missouri, Columbia, and attended by Project staff were instrunental 
in establishing an anvironment of direct communication with State Education 
Agency Personnel wherein both legislative mandates and operational functions 
relating to service of students with disabilities could be crystalized. 

A review by Project Staff of the CSPD portion of all State Plans submitted 
to the Office of Special Education Rehabilitaion Services dem tstrated that 
little implementation data had been collected by individual r.ates. This 
information allowed the Project an entree for assisting states in developing an 
adaptable needs assessment system. It was quite clear that there was a 
discemable lack of continuity with regard to approaches states had taken in 
fostering their needs assessment processes. Project staff, with greater 
understanding of the barriers faced by states were able to produce a functional 
needs assessment product well suited to serving the practical needs of its 
users. 

In conjunction with the Regional meetings, survey instrumentation and 
corresponding software was developed for the purpose of allowing states the 
flexibility to meet unique needs identified in each state. The instrumentation, 
software and Assessment System manual allows states to see how the physical 
education component fits into the overall state needs assessment process. 

Assisting states to actually implement the Project's Needs Asses-^ment 
Management System was undertaken in years 2 and 3. Where possible, and adhering 
to cost effective means states personnel were brought to a regional training 
site. In other instances, particularly during the last year of the project, 
when de'^^eased funds and actual moratoriums on out-of-state travel for state 
educatii ' agency personnel dictated, it was necessary for Project staff to 
provide on-site training in each State office. One result of this individualized 
training format was the opportunity for additional personnel involved in various 
aspects of implementing CSPD programs to participate in the training process. 
It also ; rovided an opportunity for Project staff to further understand unique 
characteristics inherent within each of these state agencies, and to discuss 
specific ways in which the Spec.PE system could be used to address individual 
needs. A significant impact of on-site training was the opportunity for both 
Project ana SEA staff to enhance the role and function of CSPD by interfacing 
with other decision makers including Chiefs of state school agencies. 
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The training of states resulted in Project Staff having directly trained 
each of the contiguous 48 states, Alaska and Puerto Rico^ Due to cost 
considerations, Hawaii -and the trust territories were provided all Project 
materials along with a videotape covering the entire training sequerce. This 
tape, including exemplary data collected from one of the states utilizing the 
project's needs assessment instrumentation and software, was also provided to 
those states previously trained. The use of this videotape to train those whom 
Project staff could not train in person was deemed significantly effective, 
rnd allowed dissemination of Project materials to agencies outside the scope of 
the Project's original proposal. As a result the total Needs Assessment 
Management systam plus the audiovisual training materials have been provided to 
each of the Regional Resource Centers. 

Dve to the interests of state psrsonnel in developing a total needs 
assessment package, the Project has had significant requests for Project 
products. Therefore, a number of institutions of higher education, and other 
agencies which cooperate with state education agencies in needs assessment 
functions were trained in use of Project materials. 

Over the entire three years of the project', nationwide open communication 
was established and maintained by Project administration of the Spec.PE Bulletin 
Board through the SpecialNet electronic communication network. This open 
communication policy assisted individuals in all areas of special education in 
further understtnding physical education and its relationship to special 
education and special education students. Additionally, it facilitated 
communication between state education agency personnel and individuals, within 
the state, interested in the needs assessment T>rucess. Through the Spec.PE 
bulletin board Project staff were also able to respond directly to individual 
concerns related to physical education, sport and recreation from throughout the 
country. 
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CHAPTER 1 



INTRODUCTION- 
BACKGROUND 



This project addresses an area of national significance as the activities 
involve comprehensive system of personnel development efforts to assess needs of 
physical educators serving handicapped children in all States and Territories. 

Prior to implementation ol the Education for All Handicapped Children Act., 
students requiring specialized physical education programs or activities were 
served in support classes or schools, in private institutions or in programs 
provided by the state other than the state education agency. Due to this 
centralization, public schools, in the mid-l970*s, were unfamiliar with and ±1± 
equipped to meet the physical education needs of the new students with disabil- 
ities who were placed in their charge. 

After more than a decade, physical education service/training needs have 
still not been well documented by state education agencies. This situation 
should not be attributed to lack of concern on the part of physical educators or 
local and state administrators but, rather, reflects the complexities inherent 
in developing a new special education discipline in the public school environ- 
ment. 

It should be understood that the process of developing appropriate physical 
education programs for handicapped students, even with the help of a small core 
of adapted physical education specialists from institutions of higher education 
and other state agencies, has been largely one of learning from experience. In 
1983 communications with state education agency personnel around the nation 
confirmed that a general perception of the current status and problems of 
special physical education in their schools was available. But each expressed a 
strong desire for guidanc*; in development of appropriate needs assassment 
instrumentation ai*d strategies required to determine specific service and 
training needs. 

The Froiect's specific mission has been to provide assistance to states for 
the purpose of identification and fulfillment of service and training needs in 
physical education. Objectives have focused on the development of a comprehen- 
sive system of personnel development including implications for preservice, 
inservice and staff development. 
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Public Law 91-142 

In the Education for All Handicapped Children Act (PL 94-142) and Section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act (PL 94-112) physical education is the only 
curricular area specifically delineated* This emphasis on physical education in 
both of these legislative mandates reflects Congressional intent: 

The Committee expects the Commissioner of Education to take 
whatever action is necessary to assure that physical education 
services are available to all handicapped children and has 
specifically included physical education within the definition 
of special education to make clear that the committee expects 
such services, specially designed where necessary, to be 
provided as an integral part of the educational program of every 
tindicappcd child. (U.S. Congress House Report No. 94-322) 

The rules and regulations for Public Law 94-142 provide a directive that 
special education must include physical education services. 

Special Education means specially designed instruction at no 
cost to the parent, to meet the urique needs of a handicapped 
child, including classroom instruction, instruction in physical 
education home instruction and instruction in hospitals and 
institutions. . . 

(Federal Register, Section 121al4, August 23, 1977) 

Physical education is not only included as a direct special education 
service but is the only curricular area which is specifically identified in the 
definition of special education. Physical education means the development of: 

a. Physical and motor fitness 

b. Fundamental motor skills and patterns; and 

c. Skills in aquatj.cs, dance and individual and group games 
and sports) 

(Federal Register, Section 121al4, August 23, 1977) 

The intent of Public Law 94-142 is to provide handicapped students the 
opportunity to participate in educational programs which are considered to be 
the least restrictive environment. However, regular class placement may not 
always be possible or desirable for some students. When this occurs alternative 
•placements and programs may be necessary. The need for specialists in adapted 
physical education has been a focus of concern in a number of states for a 
period of time. It is therefore imperative to include physical education in the 
needs assessment process. 

In September, 1980 the results of a Kennedy Foundation survey of all state 
education directors regarding the implementation of the physical education 
requirements of Public Law 94-142 resulted in a negative conclusion concerning 
the implementation of physical education services to handicapped students* 
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Of fice of Special Education Programs Monitoring Document 

The Office of Special Education Programs, U.S. Department of Education 
document entitled "Standards and Guidelines for Compliance with Federal 
Requirements for the Education of the Handicapped^', 1986 is intended to provide 
technical assistance to state Education Agencies in developing policies, 
procedures, and regulations which will ensure compliance with Federal statutory 
and regulatory requirements. In the section entitled "Least Restrictive 
Environments: Standards and Guidelines (pgs. 26-28), requirements for meeting 
the physical education needs of handicapped students are prescribed as follows: 

Physical education services, specially designed if necessary, 
must be made available to every handicapped child receiving 
a free appropriate public education. (300.307(a)) 

Each handicapped child in any educational setting must be 
afforded the opportunity to participate in the regular physical 
education program available to nonhandicapped children, unless 
the child needs specially designed physical education, as 
prescribed in the child's lEP or the child is enrolled full 
time in a separate facility. (300.307(b)) 

If specially designed physical education is prescribed in a 
child's lEP, the public agency responsible for the education 
of that child shall provide the services directly, or make 
arrangements for it to be provided through other public or 
private programs. (300.307(c)) 
(See Appendix A) 

Cooperative Planning 

The Comprehensive System of Personnel Development (CSPD) mandated by Public 
Law 94-142 prescribes that states will detail procedures for trainin.t? of person- 
nel to carry out the purposes of the Act. The Division of Personnel Preparation 
of Special Education Programs had previously issued a directive concerning the 
necessity for cooperative "manpower" planning in the establishment of training 
programs funded under Part D monies. An update of the 1978 survey on coopera- 
tive manpower planning in special education indicates that all states address 
CSPD in some structured manner. 

The utilization of the CSPD within each state allows state education 
agencies to address their own individual state needs as well as national 
priorities in personnel preparation, whether it be inservice, preservice, or 
staff development. Addressing adapted physical education training needs may 
stimulate. CSPD committees to critically review other discipline area person- 
nel concerns to ascertain their adequacy, consistency and realistic projections. 

The process of being fully informed and involved in the planning for the 
delivery of services at the State level is of paramount importance. More 
specifically there is a concern for a comprehensive needs assessment process to 
be identified and developed. Advocates of quality services in physical educa- 
tion shoula be involved in this development. The importance of this activity 



warrants the time and energy necessary to become knowledgeable about and 
involved in this process. Physical education services for all children in the 
least restrictive environment must considei the following to assure full 
services goals as mandated by PL 94-'142: 

1. Physical education inclusion and definition A basic issue 
is whether physical education is named as a primary or 
direct service as is stated in PL 

2. Reporting of services delivered in the state The State Plan 
includes data regarding current and projected delivery of 
physical education services to handicapped students in the 
state. 

3. Monitoring and compliance One should determine if monitoring 
and compliance with the Act by school districts includes 
consideration for the inclusion of physical education services 
for each handicapped child. 

^. Least Restrictive environment It should be apparent wherein 
the delivery of physical education service t'ill be provided. 
Also physical education should be addressed on the continuum 
of LRE placement options • 



Project Objectives 

Prior to implementation of this project, there appeared to be a lack of 
structure nationwide in the establishment of a needs assessment process for 
determining the type and extent of physical education services provided to 
handicapped students. 

In the Fifth Annual Report to Congress on the implementation of Public Law 
94-142; the Education for all Handicapped Children Act, it was noted that 
technical assistance seeks to: 

Capitalize on the national perspective provided by various SEP 
data bases to identify, across states, problems in providing 
a free appropriate public education to all handicapped 
children: 

Identify (and remediate) problem areas for which policy clarifi- 
cation or development of compliance standards is necessary and 
assist appropriate SEP Units in initiating such activities. . . 
{Chapter 3, page 8) 

To crystalize further the need to ascertain physical education services. 
Table 1 presents totals of special education studeitts by disability {Fifth 
Annual Report to Congress). A significant need is demonstrated to determine the 
type and extent of services being provided in physical education to the 
handicapped children and youth in the public schools of our nation. 
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TABLE 1 PHYSICAL EDUCATION SERVICES 
FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS 

IN THE UNITED STATES 
5TH ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS 



. Dlsablltly 

Deaf and 
Hard of Hearing 

Oeaf/Blind 

Speech lapaired 

Visually Impaired 

BD SED 

Orthopcdically 
lapalred 

Health Impaired 

SLD 

EHR/TMR 
SMR 

Multlhandlcapped 
TOTAL 



Total By 
Dlaabllity 

(No.) 



75,000 
16,000 
1,150,000 
33.340 
341,786 

66,680 
80,000 
1,627,344 

800,000 

73,832 



Total' DlMblad Popu- 
Ution by DlMblllty 



1.80 
.37 
27.00 
.78 

8.00 

1.56 
1.80 
38.00 

1C.89 

1.70 



Requiring 
Adapted 
PE Servlcea 



0 
SO 

0 
25 
20 

100 
A5 
25 

33 
100 



4,233,282 



100.00 
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Requiring 
Adapted 
PE Services 
(No.) 



0 

8,000 
0 

8,335 
68,35^ 

66,680 
36,000 
406,836 

263,282 

73.832 
931,322 
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The intent of this project has been to assist the Office of Special 
Education Programs (D?^) in having state education agencies verify efforts to 
provide qualified personnel and develop appropriate physical education learning 
environments. 

The Project staff has assisted states in developing appropriate procedures 
and instruments: 

1. To determine the qualifications of individuals who are 
providing physical education for handicapped students 
in their state. 

2. To determine the extent to which physical education 
personnel are providing appropriate physical education 
services to handicapped students served in the public 
schools of the state. Specifically addressed are 
services pertaining to : a) referral, b) lEP, c) parent 
involvement, d) placement, e) related services, 

f) apsessment, g) individualized instruction, h) facilities 
i) budget, j) class time. 

3. To determine the opinions of respondents about the need 
for inservice training in adapted physical education. 




CHAPTER II 



METHODS AND PROCEDURES 

Proje. .jectives detailed in the original grant application included 
developTuent and validation of an appropriate needs assessment instrument for 
determining needs in physical education for handicapped students. Technical 
assistance would also be provided in the form of recommended computer analysis 
techniques. The target population for this project were State Directors of 
Special Education, State Comprehensive System of Per«:unnel Development Committee 
Members, and/or State Part D Consultants. 

As a result of concerns expressed by the SEA personnel in the first months 
of project activity, nov^ver, objectives were expanded to include assiatance to 
states in Improving interstate conmiunications among those professionals 
concerned with special physical education. Also, at this time, it was found 
that the prototype survey instrument was suitable for development of a full- 
scale data analysis software system. Ultimate Project results, therefore, have 
exceeded original objectives in both scope and depth. 



Improved Communications 

Project Cooperative Manpower Planning in Special Education 

The Project staff were integral participants in all five CSPD regional 
workshops held by the Cooperative Manpower Planning Project, and supported by 
the Office of Special Education Programs, through the University of Missouri, 
Columbia. The regional sites, targeting five to ten states for each workshop 
included Kansas City, Atlanta, Columbus, Reno, and Providence. It was the 
CSPD-PE Project staff's responsibility to provide participants with information 
on the development and implementation of the CSPD Council in their states as 
well as to orient them to the objectives and the future activities of the 
Project. Considered to be highly effective, the first person communication 
allowed the establishment of rapport with individual states, further insuring 
that commitments made by the states to carry out the Project objectives would be 
accomplished. Subsequent communication with participants indicates that these 
dialogues have been instrumental in fostering improved communication networks 
among states with similar problems and concerns. 

The direct comm nicat Ion afforded in these meetings provided Project staff 
with information regarding the general status of special physical education in 
individual states as well as specific factors affecting each state's ability to 
meet student needs. The information and insights gained were most valuable to 
Project staff in tailoring both the needs assessment instrument and analysis 
software to meet user needs. 

Directory; State Education Leadership Personnel 

One product of the Project efforts has been the development ox a National 
Directory detailing the names, positions, addresses.. 2:nd telephone numbers of 
leadership personnel in special educ. ion from each state and trust territory. 
Correspondence from throughout the country indicates the impact that the 
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directory has nc:^ outside State Departments, as a number of public and private 
agencies, as well local school districts, institutions of higher education 
and other state agencies have requested copies of the Directory. It .xght be 
noted that the Office of Special Education, Division of Personnel Preparation 
has also indicated the value of the Directory. 

It was felt imperative that this Directory be kept up-to-date. Therefore, 
revised editions have periodically been distributed. The Project has attempted 
to keep all State Departmen*.5 notified of changes in personnel and addresses 
throughout the year through the Spec.PE bull^** ' board, administered by the 
Project via the SpecialNet Electronic Commui cation Service. 



Position Paper on Physical Education for Individuals with Disabilities 

A Position Paper was submitted to the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Special and Rehabilitation Services during the Fall, 1984 by the National 
Consortium on Physical Education and Recreation for the Handicapped. A number 
of requests were submitted to the Office of Special Education Programs for 
copies of the Consortium's Position Paper. Due to the volume of requests 
received by OSERS, Project staff undertook the dissemination of this document 
along with \equests for supplemental information related to physical education 
services for individuals with disabilities. (See Appendix B) 



Technical Assistance 

With increased national recognition of the Project's purpose, came a 
corresponding increase in requests for technical assistance from a broad 
spectrum of educational agencies. The information or services requested have 
related directly to special education services for individuals with disabil^ **les 
and were not limited to State Education Agencies, but included advocacy groups, 
institutions of higher education, regional resource centers, as well as local 
education agencies. 



Dissemination 

The communication network between agencies and the Project must be 
constantly evaluated and supported to ensure efficient transmittal of infor- 
mation from tne most valid of resources. Toward this end, the Project 
activities have been published in two national sources. A special projects 
collection describing the 51 special projects funded by the Division for 
Personnel Preparation in 1983 through 1985 was distributed by Dissemin/Action, 
Inc. Additionally, the Project was featured in the September 1985, issue of the 
Journal of Physical Education, Recreation and Dance ; The primary publication 
for the American Alliance for Health, Physical Education, Recreation and Dance. 
Additional dissemination activities encompassed invited presentations given at 
two state meetings sponsored by the respective State Departments of Education, a 
National Research Symposium presentation at the Annual Convention for the 
American Alliance for Health, Physical Education, Recreation, and Dance. Other 
presentations were made at the Southern District, American Alliance for Health, 
Physical Education, Recreation and Dance, and at the Physical Education Sports 
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fur the Disabled Conference in Tampa, Florida. In June, 1987, Dr. Bundschuh 
will also make a presentation on training needs assessment in adapted physical 
education at the International Symposium on Adapted Physical Activity in 
Brisbane, Australia. (See Appendix C) 

Additional dissemination activities involved personnel from the Office of 
Special Education and Rehabilitation Services, Office of Special Education 
Programs. The Project Director had the opportunity in December, 1985 to 
update Mr. William Tyrrell, Acting Director, Division for Assistance to 
States, Ms. Dawn Hunter, Project Officer, and Mr. William Hillman, Project 
•Officer, Division for Assistance to States, and Ms. Martha Bokee and Dr. 
Doris Sutherland, Division of Personnel Preparation, regarding the Project's 
activities. 



Spec.PE Bulletin Board 

One of. the major components of the Project, since its inception, has been 
the administration of the physical education Spec.PE bulletin board via the 
SpecialNet Electronics Communication System, administered by the National 
Association of State Directors of Special Education. Updates were provided to 
SpecialNet users including all State Departments of Special Education. It was 
the responsibility of the Project staff to provide updated information regarding 
the provisions of appropriate physical education services for individuals with 
disabilities and to become a national clearinghouse for routing requests to 
State Departments regarding questions from their consumer population. The 
effectiveness of the Project's administration of the Spec.PE bulletin board was 
noted in a letter from the SpecialNet National Systems Management. The Spec.PE 
bulletin board was, further, featured in the August, 1986 SpecialNet News 
newsletter. 

The Spec.PE Bulletin Board has proven to be a vital link in the physical 
education communication network. Reports from users indicate substantial 
expansion in communications among state education agencies, institutions of 
higher education, grant projects and others concerned with physical education 
for the handicapped. (See Appendix D) 



The major focus of the Project has been a concern for comprehensive needs 
assessment process to be implemented in each state and trust territory. Toward 
this end. Project activities have centered on the development of a comprehensive 
needs assessment system in special physical education and the traii*ing of state 
education personnel in effective needs assessment processes, 

Spec.PE Needg Assessment Management System in Special Physical Education 

The Spec.PE Needs Assessment Management System, composed of a validated 
needs assessment survey instrument, microcomputer-ready analysis software and a 
user's manual, comprises a complete needs assessment package. It was the intent 
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of Project personnel to provide State Departments of Education with a comprehen- 
sive, basic needs assessment system ready for immediate use. Data analysis 
software written specifically for the data Collection instrument would provide 
State Departrpent personnel the ability to conduct data analysis in their own 
offices, thereby reducing costs and increasing control over the data entry/file 
management procedures. Follow up technical assistance would aid states in 
modifying the data collection instrument and software to address areas of 
special concern. 

The Spec.PE user's manual is divided into two major sections. Book I 
addresses strategic planning and is primarily for use by State Education Agency 
personniil concerned with needs assessment in the context of the Comprehensive 
System cf Personnel Development. The purpose of the information provided is to 
assist states in the identification and fulfillment of service needs in special 
physica] education; including preservice, inservice and staff development. 
Background information related to P.L. 94-142 and physical education is included 
for the purpose of clarifying the rationale for states to assess needs in this 
curriculum area. Directions for effective needs assessment development concerning 
the goal« of special physical education and cooperative planning is included. 
In addition there ±t a focus or the needs assessment process regarding data 
. collectici*, analysis and validation of physical education training needs. Book 
II presents data collection and analysis procedures relating directly to the 
Spec.PE Management System with specific attention to survey adminict ration and 
analysis software modification. This section of the manual also provides 
detailed instructions for use of the Spec.PE data analysis software. The 
software provided as a correlative product to the manual and data collection 
instrument allows State Departments to enter, store and retrieve data in a 
continuous manner by utilizing already existing hardware (personal computers 
available within their state office structure) and personnel. 
(See Appendix E) 



Spec.PE Development Procedure s 

The prototype Spec.PE Needs Assessment da::a collection instrument was 
developed through analysis of many existing instruments, produced to meet the 
indivic'.ual needs of the states of origin. Individual questions and question 
formats were studied with regard to: 1) adaptability for use on a national 
lavel, 2) depth as well as scope of data acquired and 3) suitability for 
analysis by microcomputer hardware. A data collection instrument developed by 
Dr. Gail Dummer, Michigan State University was found to meet most Project 
criteria and served as the basic model fcr the Spec.PE instrument design. 

Development of specific questions was accomplished through cooperative 
efforts of Project staff and the Project's Advisory Board of special education 
and adapted physical education specialists from around the country with consider- 
ation fcr concerns expressed by U.S. Office of Special Education Programs 
perconnel. A major concern of this office was consistency and/or standardization 
of terminology and question phrasing in order to increase the valne of comparative 
results between states. It was felt that such consistency in initial analyses 
would aid the development of inter-state information sharing networks. 
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Pilot Study 

In conjunction with the Georgia Department of Education, Program for Excep- 
tional Children, a pilot survey of both regular and adapted physical education 
teachers in the State of Georgia was conducted. 

In order to validate the questionnaire for mainframe computer computation, 
initial analysis of the Georgia survey was conducted by the Survey Research 
Center at the University of Georgia. It should be noted that, as specialists 
in survey analysis. Survey Research Center personnel are exceptionally cognizant 
of both survey respondent behaviors and computer programming details which may 
affect utility of final results. 

A side benefit of this working relationship was the highlighting of areas 
where accurate communication between survey development and survey analysis 
personnel are critical to effective needs assessment processes. As a result, 
information designed to aid State Department personnel in communications with 
computer analysts has been incorporated into the Project's training agenda. 

Results of the mainframe computations were analyzed by the Project Director 
and Systems Designer with regard to Federal reporting requirements and the 
practical needs of CSPD planners. Through this study, areas where details 
of analysis software design could effect greater depth, practicality and/or 
usefulness of analysis results were identified for consideration in micro- 
computer software design. 

Final Product Development 

Data Collection Instrument . The original data collection instrument, 
designed for use with both regular and adapted physical educators, focused on 
four main areas: 1) teacher qualifications, with emphasis on preservice and 
inservice training in adapted physical education and special education; 2) class 
loads, including type and number of students, duration, frequency, budget and 
facilities; 3) nature of the physical education program for handicapped students, 
including referral, lEP's, assessment, individualization of instruction; and 4) 
teacher opinions concerning the need for ini^ez^ice training in adapted physical 
education. Individual question formats were of three basic types: 1) multiple 
choice; 2) fill in the blank; and 3) rate according to guideline responses. (See 
Appendix F) 

Pilot survey results showed the original data collection instrument to be a 
well rounded, comprehensive needs assessment instrument. In addition to the 
expected quantitative data, pilot survey results provided considerable insight 
into the current status of interdisciplinary (special education/physical 
education) coordination in referral, assessment, IEP*s, and program planning. 

Only minor revisions, therefore, were needed before distribution on a 
national scale. Some changes to facilitate microcomputer analysis, such as 
replacing an open response format with a multiple choice format, were made 
using ranges from the pilot survey as guidelines. Other revisions, based on 
pilot survey results, included wording changes to insure uniform interpretation 
in all parts of the country. 
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On August 8, 198A a Project planning meeting, attended by Project 
staff, Advisory Board members, and personnel from the U.S. Office of Special 
Education Programs, was held in Washington D.C. The variety of issues and 
concerns raised, reflecting perspectives of institutions of higher education 
as well as state and federal special education programs were instrumental, 
in further refining the Spec.PE data collection instrument toward producing 
information relevant to all sectors of the education system. 

Software Development . Design and writing of the Spec.PE data analysis 
software was accomplished entirely within the Project environment. The makeup 
of the Project *s office staff and Advisory Board including professionals in the 
areas of computer software design, adapted physical education, and state educa- 
tion agency needs allowed each detail of product development to be considered 
from all relevant aspects. Input from the Systems Designer during questionnaire 
development and input from adapted physical education and SEA representatives 
during software development insured coordination of raw data collection and 
electronic analysis techniques to produce desired results. Thit cooperative 
development effort is significant as most frustrations in survey research result 
from a lack of communication and/or understanding of needs between those persons 
charged with survey development and survey analysis. 

The completed Spec.PE software package is a menu driven system composed 
of four independent, yet interactive function programs: 1) data entry; 
2) establishment of permanent data files; 3) combination of permanent data files; 
and 4) data analysis and report generation. Two additional function programs 
provide the user with controlled means of delating obsolete data files and 
terminating daily activity. Error correction capabilities, allowing the user to 
correct past as well as current typographical errors, are built into the data 
entry function program. This configuration provides the user with a great deal 
of versatility in designing an analysis plan to fit the unique demographic 
aspects of each state. 

Individual programming details such as data screening and sorting tasks, 
error catching and formula modifications were developed specifically for 
individual questions on the Spec.PE data collection instrument and incorporated 
as automatic features of the analysis software. Such specificity of design: 1) 
allows many pre-analysis screening tasks to be handled by the software during 
data entry; and 2) insures that data treatment /formula details for each question 
are individualized to produce useful results. 

Primary responsibility for designing and writing of the software package 
rested with the Project^s systems designer, it should be noted, however, that 
the Project^s cooperative approach of ongoing communication between specialists 
in microcomputer programming, adapted physical education and SEA considerations 
provided daily opportunities to discuss options in programming details. 

The following outline of software development assumes interactive planning 
when appropriate. 

1. Mainframe analysis results of the pilot survey were studied 
to ascertain specific areas where modification and/or 
enhancement of standard analysis techniques could better serve 
the needs of state education agencies. 
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2. Initial data entry programming for each question was written 
and tested for accuracy. 

3. Initial data entry programming was studied and revised in 
areas where additional information could be extracted from 
raw data, then retested. 

A. Upon determination that data entry programming provided all 
sorting error checking, decision, and accumulation functions 
necessary, data f/torage, data management, data analysis and 
report generation programs were written. 

5. The complete Spec.PE software system was tested using 
questionnaires obtained from the pilot study. In addition 
to confirming programming accuracy and adequacy of file 
design, this terting phase pointed out unusual response 
patterns due to local or regional conditions. Additional 
programming revisions were made to insure that these locally 
significant patterns were adequately reflected in final 
reports. 

6. Additional revisions were made over the next two /ears, as 
information from users became available, to better serve 
individual state needs and demographic conditions. 

Spec>PE Instructional Videotape . During the third year of Project 
activities, it became apparent that travel costs would prohibit on-site training 
of Hawaii and the Pacific Trust Territies. In order to provide these education 
agencies with complete orientation to use of the Spec.PE Needs Assessment 
System, Project staff developed and filmed an instructional videotape to be 
included as part of the Spec.PE product package. The value of such an ongoing 
instructional medium was, further, deemed significant to those states previously 
trained as a means of orienting new personnel. Copies of the videotape, there- 
fore, were also sent to each state and territory as an additional product of 
Project activities. (See Appendix L) 



Training 

Contact with SEA, IHE and other concerned professionals prior to 
implementation of this Project indicated that potential beneficiaries of Project 
efforts desired communication and information regarding development of physical 
education programs and CSPD efforts in addition to needs assessment materials. 
It was determined that a regional workshop training format would help to meet 
this need by providing an environment where both Project staff and SEA 
professionals could establish working relationships while sharing information of 
use to all. 

The growing tendency of states to restrict out of state travel, however, 
made a regional workshop format impossible in some areas of the country. When 
necessary. Project staff have traveled to the office of the Special Education 
Director, State Department of Education in order to effect personalized training 
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in Project materials • In addition to providing an excellent means of 
establishing rapport between Project representatives and SEA personnel, this 
approach allows a greater number of personnel from a given state to participate, 
thereby enlarging perspectives in discussions of the state's program. 

A growing trend toward cost effective intranstate cooperation in conducting 
needs assessment surveys is indicated by the number of non- SEA personnel trained 
as designated representatives of their state in the following list of trainees. 



ALABAMA: 



ALASKA: 
ARIZONA: 

ARKANSAS: 



BUREAU OF INDIAN 
AFFAIRS: 



Dr. Ann Ramsey, SEA 

Mr. Barry Blackwell, SEA 

Dr. Carry Boswell, SEA 

Dr. PJ.chard Causey, SEA 

Dr. Terry Cronis, University of South Alabama 

Mr. Terry Longest, SEA 
Mrs. Julia Pilkerton, SEA 

Dr. Glenn Roswal, Jacksonville State University 

Mr. Richard Smiley, SEA 

Ms. Tommi Pierce, SEA 
Ms. Marcia J. Smith, LEA 

Dr. Roland Croce* Univ. of Arkansas at Little Rock 
Ms. Janet Hargett, Arkansas Easter Seal Society 
Mrs. Jerrie Ueberle* 



Ms. Christine Brown 



CALIFORNIA: 



lERLC 



COLORADO: 



CONNECTICUT: 



DELAWA.RE: 

DIST. OF COLUMBIA: 



Dr. Peter Aufsesser, San Diego St. University 

Ms. Jean Bartelt, SERN 

Mr. Jim Cowart, Calif. School for the Blind 

Mr. Pat Dougan, SERN 

Mr. Iterion Mi31er, SEA 

Mr. Steve Johi*son, SERN 

Dr. Janet Seaman, California State University 

Ms. Susan Westaby, SEA 

Ms. Nancy French, SEA 

Dr. Bill Vogler, University of Colorado 

Dr. Jay Shivers, University of Connecticut 

Mr. James M. Fieldhouse, Southern Conn. St. Univ. 

Ms. Cherritta Matthews, 'EA 

Ms. Martha Bokee, Special Education Programs, USOE 

Ms. Ann Graziadei, Gallaudet College 

Dr. Ellen Grief, D.C. Department of Education 

Mr. William Hillman, Jr., Special Educ. Programs, USOE 

Ms. Leah Humphrey, D.C. Department of Education 

Ms. Barbara P. Johnson, D.C. Department of Education 
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Ms. Poinsettia Peterson, D.C* Department of Education 
Ms. Barbara Roquemore, D.C. Department of Education 
Ms. Lorraine Scott, D.C. Department of Education 
Ms. Maureen Thomas, D.C. Department of Education 
Ms. Carol J. Wallington, D.C. Department of Education 
Ms. Roberta Weiner, Capital Publishing 



FLORIDA: 



Dr. Louis Bowers, Univ. of South Florida 
Mr. Joe Gorman, LEA 
Ms. Laveme Graves, SEA 
Mr. Manny Hargeones, SEA 
Ms. Carol Wright, LEA 



GEORGIA: 



Dr. Deborah Baber, Valdosta State College 
Mi's. Marlene Bryar, SEA 



HAWAII: 



Mr. Harry M. Greenwood, Kauai Schools 
Mr. Howard Okjjnoto, SEA 



IDAHO: 
ILLINOIS: 



Ms. Martha Noff singer, SEA 

Dr. Carl Eichstaldt, Illinois State University 
Dr. Bob Henderson, University of Illinois 
Ms. Susan Shea, SEA 

Dr. Garth T3nneson, Northern Illinois University 
Dr. Robert Weber, Southern Illinois University 



INDIANA: 



Dr. Susan Aufderheide, Purdue University 

Ms. Carol E. Eby, SEA 

Dr. Paul Surburg, Indiana University 



IOWA: 



Ms. Deb Dearden, Des Moines Schools 

Ms. Dennis Dykstra, SEA 

Mr. Dick Fischer, SEA 

Mr. Pf.ul Kabarec, SEA 

Mr. John Martin, SEA 

Ms. Dee Ann Wilson, SEA 



KANSAS: 



Ms. Jan Beck, SEA 

Dr. Barry Lavay, Fort Hays State University 



KENTUCKY: 



LOUISIANA: 



Ms. Donna Despain, SEA 

Dr. John Hall, University of Kentucky 

Dr. Geoffrey Broadhead, Louisiana State University 
Ms. Janice Fruge, SEA 



MAINE: 



Dr. Richard Bartlett, SEA 

Dr. James T. Decker, Univ. of Maine at Orono 



lERiC 



MARYLAND: 



Dr. Pat DeRocco, University of Maryland 
Ms. Sheila Draper, SEA 

Dr. Fred Humphrey, University of Maryland 
Dr. Dan Joseph, Coppin State University 
Ms. Betty Reid, SEA 
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MASSACHUSETTS: 
MICHIGAN: 

MINNESOTA: 

MISSISSIPPI: 
MISSOURI: 

MONTANA: 

NEBRASKA: 

NEVADA: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE: 

NEW JERSEY: 
NEW MEXICO: 
NEW YORK: 



NORTH CAROLINA: 



NORTH DAKOTA 



Dr. Peter DePaolo, SEA 

Ms. C, G. Shaffer, The Network, Inc. 

Dr, Billye Cheatum, Western Michigan University 
Dr. Gail Dummsr, Michigan State University 
Mr, Jef Jones, LEA 

Ms. Christina Clark, SEA 

Mr. Bruce Miles, Sterns Cooperative Education Service 

Ms. Diane Enis, SEA 

Dr. John Allan, SEA 
Ms. Diane Golden, SEA 

Dr. Richard Schofer, University of Missouri 

Mr. Ron Lukenbill, SEA 
Mrs. Sue Paulson, SEA 

Dr. Paul L, Bishop, Kearney State College 
Ms. Mary Ann Losh, SEA 

Dr. Brent Mangus, Univ. of Nevada - Las Vegas 
Mrs. Judy Smith-Davis, Counterpoint 

Ms. Carol Davis, SEA 

Ms. Judith Raskin, Parent Information Center 
Dr. Eugene R. Mason, SEA 
Dr. Michael Kaplan, 'SEA 

Dr. Doris L. Berryman, New York University 
Dr. Diane Craft, Courtland State University 
Mr. Larry Waite, SEA 

Dr. Terri Rizzo, State University College 
Mr, Fred Baars, SEA 

Dr. Charles Bullock, University of North Carolina 
Dr. Mic^^ael Churton, Appalachain State University 
Mr. Richard Clontz, SEA 

Dr, David Poretta, East Carolina University 

Dr, Jim Rich, A & T State University 

Dr, Thomas K. Skalko, Univ. of North Carolina West 

Mrs. Mary Turner, Appalachian State University 

Mr. Jim Bower, SEA 

Mr, Terry Peterson, LEA 

Mr, Kurt Weinberg, LEA 
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OHIO: 



OKLAHOMA: 
OREGON: 

PENNSYLVANIA: 



Dr. waiter Davis, Kent Scare University 

Dr. Walter Ersing, Ohio State University 

Dr. Sue Gavron, Bowling Green State University 

Dr. Paul Jansma, Ohio State University 

Ms. Judy Wallace, SEA 

Dr. Michael Loovis, Cleveland State University 
Ms. Pam Sparks, SEA 

Dr. John Dunn, Oregon State University 
Dr. Paul McGuire, Oregon State University 
Dr. Bob Siewert, SEA 

Dr. Da^-'i^ Auxter, Slippery Rock College 
Dr. W. Lee Heron, SEA 



PUERTO RICO: 



Ms. Maria BalAuena, SEA 
Ms. Maria Y. Carabal, SEA 
Mr. Jorge Colon, SEA 

Ms. Maria de Lourdes B. de Contes, SEA 

Ms. Maguelina Galdi, SEA 

Ms. Gaime Y. Gata Rinev, SEA 

Mr. Jorge Salgado, SEA 

Mr. Julio E. Sobator, SEA 

Ms. Elba Iris Traverso, SEA 



RHODE ISLAND; 



Dr. Lorraine Bloomquist, University of Rhode Island 
Ms. Paula Scraba, University of Rhode Island 



SOUTH CAROLINA: 



Ms. Mary Ginn, SEA 

Mr. Charles White, S.'C. School for the Deaf and Blind 



SOUTH DAKOTA: 
TENNESSEE: 

TEXAS: 



UTAH: 



Ms. Mona Terwilliger, SEA 
Ms. Laura Davis, SEA 

Dr. Wendell Liemohn, University of Tennessee 

Dr. Ron French, Texas Woman's University 

Dr. Claudia Knowles, SEA 

Dr. Jeffery McCubbin, Trinity University 

Dr. Carol Pope, Texas Woman's University 

Dr. Claudine Sherrill, Texas Woman ^s Uiiiversity 

Dr. Hester Henderson, University of Utah 
Dr. Hlwood Pace, SEA 
Mr. C E. Freston, SEA 



VERMONT: 
VIRGINIA: 



Dr. Larry Carmichael, University of Vermont 

Dr. Luke Kelly, University of Virginia 

Dr. Julian Stein, George Mason University 

Dr. Gail Webster, Va. Polytechnic Inst, and St. 



Univ. 
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VASHINGTOK; 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
WISCONSIN: 

WYOMING: 
REGIONAL 

RESOURCE CENTERS: 



Ms. Lois Kart, SEA 

Dr. Karen DePauw, Washington State University 
Ms. Audrey Sprenger, SEA 

Dr, Lane Goodwin, University of Wisconsin - La Crosse 
Dr. Paul Lauritzen, University of Wisconsin - Whitewater 
Ms. Dorothy Placide, SEA 

Ms. Anna Kitchner, SEA 

Mr. Ken Baker, Northeast RRC 
Ms. Deb Brower, Mountain Plains RRC 
Ms. Ethel Bright, Mid South RRC 
Mr. Tim Kelley, South Atlantic RRC 
Mr. Glen Latham, Utah RRC 

Mr. Larry A. Magliocca, Great Lakes Area RRC 

Mr. Ken Olsen, Mid South RRC 

Ms. Christy Riffle, Mid South RRC 

Mr. Dick Zeller, Western RRC 



AUSTRALIA: 



Dr. David E, Jones, Brisbane College of aov. Education 



ERLC 
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Spinoffs From Project Activities 

Project activities have produced a greater impact than originally expected 
in several areas • The Spec.PE bulletin board, the first physical education 
oriented board on the SpecialNet system, has filled a nationwide communication 
need. NASDSE personnel, from the number of user inquiries received, were aware 
that such a need existed prior to our establishment of the Spec.PE board. 
Subsequent user responses, both to NASDSE and to Project staff, indicate that 
Spec.PE has become a first-line source of new information and communication. 

During 1986, Project Staff communicated with the Genkids network, a group 
of Michigan special education classrooms using SpecialNet access as part of 
cheir program. The Project sent a series of messages composed of games devised 
for find used in adapted physical education settings. A message received from 
the Davison/Kids group (Appendix G) points out the significant problems faced by 
many special education teachers as well as the students* responsiveness to 
activities perceived as coming from and "enjoyed by other children instead of 
just something selected from the book". In the 1986-87 school year teachers in 
the GenKids group have requested, from Project staff, help in locating infor- 
mation on physical education, fitness, and parent materials as well as more 
games for classroom use. Clearly, SpecialNet access has broadened the 
communication and professional support network for teachers participating in the 
Genkids project. The potential benefits of a nationwide electronic communica- 
tion system between individual schools and classrooms are enormouse. 

Both SpecialNet and journal articles have brought Project activities and 
materials to the attention of special education and physical education profes- 
sionals at the LEA level. As a result, the Project has provided referrals. 
Project materials, APE materials, parent materials and other information to 
numerous classroom educators and local administrators. Many school systems have 
indicated intent to use the Spec.PE Management System for assessment of local 
needs. (See Appendix H) 

One outcome of the Project^s personalized training format, which has 
encouraged Project-State rapport through informal discussion of individual state 
problems and concerns, has been a greater impetus toward addressing the area of 
adapted physical education as a formal agenda item at various state initiated 
meetings. The Project *s impact is evidenced by invitations issued to Dr. Ernest 
Bundschuh, Project Director, to address meetings of SEA personnel in Oklahoma 
and Maryland, as well as the fall conference of the Mid-South Regional Resource 
Center attended by representatives of five state education agencies. Telephone 
consultation* providing information to be used in such meetings, has also been 
provided uo many other states. (See Appendix I) 

Similarly, the personal contact training format has generated a cooperative 
referral relationship between Project staff and SEA personnel. As a result. 
Project staff have satisfied requests for additional adapted physical education 
materials and information, copies of articles, parent materials and referrals to 
professionals working within particular states or problem areas. The book 
"Parents as Partners: A Program of Physical Activity for All" (developed by 
Project Dart, a regional project for training LEAs and parents directed by Dr. 
Bundschuh) has been requested by states in all parts of the country. 



Due the inclusion of SEA technology experts in training sessions, the 
Project's analysis software component has effected an impact on internal 
needs assessment processes in both special and regular education. • As 
reference information regarding survey analysis by microcomputers is 
unavailable in the literature, the Project's decision to provide accessible 
(unencrypted) copy of all Spec.PE programs represents a unique source of 
study for those SEA personnel desiring to develop analysis software. 
Several states, recognizirg that the data collection instrument/a.aJysis 
software coordination is format rather than subject oriented, have asked for 
and received permission to adapt Project materials for use in collecting 
needs data in both special and regular education disciplines. 
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CHAPTER III 
: 'VALUATION 

It was expected that first use of Project materials for an official 
survey v7ould be subject to administrative factors beyond both the Project's 
and state Special Education user's control. Indeed, approval procedures, 
scheduling, budgetary and other factors have intervened to delay implementation 
in at least two states. Other states have informed the Project of plans to 
incorporate the Spec^PE survey into their scheduled Spring or Fall survey 
agendas. Information necessary to make a complete evaluation of field 
performance is, therefore, insufficient at this time. Results where a first 
survey has already been conducted, however, indicate that the Spec.PE system 
will exceed original performance expectation^. 

The State of Colorado was particularly helpful in evaluation efforts in 
allowing Project staff to duplicate it's survey analysis procedures from 
original data collection instruments. As a result, the Project was able to 
generate a complete set of survey reports (17 individual reports including 
regional breakdowns by school level, ijtatewide breakdowns by school level and an 
inclusive statewide total) which could be studied both in relationship to each 
other and to the original data collection material. Evaluation of software 
compatibility with data entry personnel needs, respondent behaviors, and local 
variances in reporting patterns were also made. Comparison of user comments and 
Project staff experience with the same materials provided an opportunity to 
evaluate the way in which users tend to utilize software features. As a result. 
Project staff have included recommendations for efficient analysis procedures as 
part of the training agenda. Colorado's analysis plan, particularly separate 
analysis of elementary and secondary schools, does an outstanding job of 
highlighting needs 

common to instructional level which may not be apparent in an overall statewide 
analysis and is now presented as a model plan to other states. 

It is the intention of Project staff to remain available, after termination 
of the grant period in May, 1987, for assistance to states in conducting and 
evaluating their surveys. 

Evaluative procedures designed to assist ^roject personnel in ongoing 
training and material development have been in place throughout the 
dissemination -d orientation period. A letter, requesting a short, 
anonymous evaluation of Project training presentation, manual content and 
software was sent to each trainee within one month of the training date. 

It was found that respondents were acquainting themselves with use of 
the Spec.PE software system through use of a hands-on exercise included in 
the Spec.PE manual (see "SAMPLE RUN - An Exploratory Exercise", page 74, 
Book Two of the Spec.PE Mimual) as well as overall study of Project 
materials. Evaluative comments received, therefore, constitute a well 
rounded consideration of Project materials and their suitability for use 
within individual state environments. Copies of evaluation letters are 
provided in Appendix K. 
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In meeting this standard, specific notice regulations, "...it 
should be stressed that, where a handicapped child is so 
disruptive in a regular classroom that the education of other 
students is significantly impaired, the needs of the handicapped 
child canrot be met in that enviornment." 

*j. When a handicapped child is placed in other than a regular 

classroom, a chronologically age appropriate place rn^t should 
be provided 

Adoption and the um of poUdw «d proeedura which enswe ttat mch 
hMdicwwl child parUeipates with nonhandieapped chiliken in nonaeaderaie 
•nd «xtr«eurrieular activities to the maximum extoit appropriate to the 
needs of that child (34 CFR 300.553; 300.306). 

a. In providing or arranging for the provision of nonacademic and 
extracurricular services and activities, each pubUc agency shall 
ensure that each handicapped child participates with nonhandicapped 
children in those services and activities to the max: mum extent 
appropriate to the needs of the child (300.553) 

Nonacademic and extracurricular activities may include: (300.306(b)) 

i. Counseling services; 

ii. Athletics; 

iii. Transportation; 

iv. Health services; 

V. Recreational activities; 

vi. Special interest groups or clubs sponsored by the public 
agency; 
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Referral to agencies which provide assistance to handicapped 
persons; and 



viii. Employment of students including: 

• Employment by the publ'c agency; and 

• Assistance in making outside employment available. 

b. In instances where academic instruction is pwvided in spedCil classes 
or other restrictive dasMs or other restrictive settings, nonacademic 
and extracurricular activities must be provided to handiaipped 
chUdren in the regul«> or least restrictive environment to the 
maximum extent appropriate. (300.553, Comment) 

Adoption «H1 use of policies and procedures which ensure that h«,dicapped 
ehU*« h.ve avanable to them the variety of educational program, «>d 

8«viees availabto to nonhandioajiped ehll*en in the «aa aarved by the 
•gw^. 34 CF£ 300.05, 300^). 



c. 



Each public agency shall take steps to ensure that its handicapped 
ChUdren have avaUable to them the variety of educational programs 
and services available to nonhandicapped chUdren in the area served 
by the agency, including: 

i. Art; 

ii. Music; 

iii. Industrial arts; 

iv. Consumer educaUon and homemaking educaUon; and 
V. Vocational educaUon. (300.305) 

Physical education services, specially designed if necessary, must be 
made available to every handicapped child receiving a free 
appropriate public education (300.307(a)). 

Each handicapped child in any educational setting must be afforded 
the opportunity to parUcipate in the regular physlcsl education 
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prop-am avaUable to nonhandieapped children, unless the chUd needs 
specially designed physical education, as prescribed in the child's lEP 
or the chad is enrolled full time in c separate facility. (300.307(b)) 

d. If specially designed physical education is prescribed in a chUd-s lEP, 
the pubUc agency responsible for the education of ttet chUd shaU 
provide the services direcUy, or make arrangements lor it to be 
provided through other pubUc or private programs. {30C.3W(c)). 

Hwiew and Approval of I^A prooMluras to «osur« ttat to the maximum 
•rtant praeticabltt, and eomistmt with SOO^SO - 300.555. tte LEA pro^/ides 
spwsial svview to enable iMndieappad children to pnrtidpAte in regular 
o^mtion programs. (34 CFE 300.227) 

a. Each LEA appUeaticn submitted to the SEA must describe: 

i. The types of alternative placements that are available for 
handicapped chttdren; (360.227(b)(1)) and 

ii. The number of handicapped children within each disability 
cateogry who are served in each type of placement 
(300.227(b)(2)). 

Adoption and use of proper methods of disseminating t)roi«hout the SUte, | 
information on the laast restrictive anvirooment rwiuiremvits. (34 CFR 
TejOUaXSXivX 800.550). A proper method for the dissemination of \ 
informaUon sjiould, at a minimum meet the following or similar standards; i 

a. The dissemination throughout the State of information on least ! 
restrictive environment requirements and successful practices : 
(76.101(eX3)(iv)). I 

f 

*b. Strategies used for disseminating the least restrictive environment i 
requirements. ' 
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National Consortium on Physical Education 
Recreation and Health for the 
Handicapped 



32 




Nations! Cotumthuii on Phjvkid Education 
and Recreation for Uie Handicapped 




October 5« 1984 



Mrs. Mideleine Kill 
AsslstiBt Secretirx 
Office of Speclil Educitlon iml 

Rehibllltitloii Services 
It. S. Depertfwnt of Educition 
SMiUer iulldlnt 
^^0 c street S. V. i 
Nnshimt^on, 0. C. 20202 

llcnr Mrs. Kill: 

i»n hehjif of tW reran, l »ould like to express my ctncere 
apprecletlon for tM tli« iihI the Interest rou have shown 
reletKe the mt^ to iddrtst phrtlcil educitloii end 

ST^?"'* '"'.i*^ l««dlceppe<. Tl,e •eetlfif chelred 
hy m . Hex Mie){n provided i Mint ly idilch InfocMtlon 
'Tl'Ci'^lflr Ti^ fiow betWWee the Depirtiient of Ediicetlon 
nnd the IhittoiMl Consort IM on Phytlcil EducitloN end Recre- 
^t.an for the IMn^i^ilfed . Attached It i copy of the report 
^ !rJ** by br. Iti^ll.r which .Mowed the NCPF.WI 

Illy NtTBJH has bfM ^Ite tapretsed i,lth the leadership that 
hai.t!eve;o|»^ M|.tMn the dn»«rtMiit over the course of the 
r ? ^^'•V'**2lLt'»^"'^ report was the second doctmnt 
ftcvelopH by tfcf>CHSrt which addressed ley areas of concern 
ftofi ^hlsh *Ke various divisions within the Office of Special 
r:,|,,c«Uj%n.SFP reiriested InfonMtlon. I feel that these 
tItvUIOBs currently have, dven the atteched doctMent and Its 
pr.tJccess.or, the necessary Infornatlon fro. which to begin the 
process of yentlfylni priorities that will affect the Ihyslc'l 
c,I.KrMlon end recreatlonnl needs of exceptional children In 
thU cottntry. Tbe HCPCTII Is willing to nsslst the DTrSEr In 
the Jevelopiiwnl of these rHtlHInes and priorities should yo<t 
fcrl this appropriate. 
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ERIC 



Mrs. ^bdelelne Mill 



(K tobcr S. I«J«1 



Tbe NCPEWI Is coMltted to serving the needs of hnn,lUnnncd 
^^i .T ;'^^*»'«»- «» l«portant fnr these except loLl 
indlvlduels that or|an|{atlons thnt provide services work 
cooperatively, and share !nfor««tlon t^a^ wfll cuntrilmtr to 
policy and decisions that affect thri.- nf««^tylc<; nmt 
veil -being, for the past three years i..; mPIRII imf Of sir 
have cooperatively. atteap<ed to address thr^e need, tl.rm.pli 
two dialogues which resutt-d In t-.e de^clopi>cnt of the 
attached position statenient and Us prclcce^^or . Ne will 
connunlcate with Dr. Mueller to claiify *»«,,ai,J. or iirnvldc 
further interpretation. We win fltleii.pt to establish 
•eeting tlves so these dlalcgues will contlmtc ^ntd thnt wc 
nl|« begin the «omii»ental task of Identifying ftuldelhte^ 
end priorities In the erea of adnptcd phyMc.il cdiKatlon ,i„,! 
therapeutic recreation. 

Agein on behelf of the HCPKWI, we are I.Hlccd thnnWttl for 
your tine and support. We hope this doctMini viil piovldc 
you with useful and pertinent Inforutloii. 



Sincerely, 



Ernest t.. lMind^( litih 
tiwicdlntc Vn^t l*rr«.hlt'nt 



FI.B/asf 

cc: Dr. Itax Mueller 

fr. Ton lehrens 

l^r. David Rostetter 

Dr. Itarty Kmifmn 
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IMTHOWCTIOM 

Hil^ |to<;itlon (W|»er was written In respome to a direct rctfiesi f row 
the Office of *;pccl«l KihiciitlfMi frotraw for a definition iiml discission of 
physlcnl c«l»icntlo« services for IndlvldiaH with h«fMllc(ifpln| conJItlons. 
Sfeclflcnlly. the purfiose of tills pnfer Is to (a) Mine phx^ical cA»cntlon 
for the hniMllin|»|>«f III tenw of th« nature of services provldeJ. the 
fNytxilfltlonn served, and the cdticatlofial settings and resources eaplored; 
(h) cinrify the roles nnd re^slbllltles of persomiel providing siich 
phx5lcnl nliiiaiion services and Uitllne appropriate professional preparation 
of service providers; and (c) discuss resenrch needs and demonstration 
nctlvltlrs wltit reference to both current funding priorities nnd plixsical 
CfttiC.it Ion Issues. 

Iteflnltion 

The %MtrillM|[ of P.l. 94-142 demonstrates specific Congressloiwl Intent 
to caiihas|7c physical education as an lnte|!ral aspect of special cdiicntlon 
services f«ir .ill h.indlcapped children. As Indicated in the definition of 
special nliKiition. the focus Is on instruction In physical eihKntlon. 
fhysicit cdiH.itifm Is Specifically deflnetl as . . . 

. , . drvclopMnt of physical nml notor fitness; 

. . . ilrvelopncnt of fimdancntal pmtor skills .iml 
p.it terns; and 

, , . ilrvelnpMnt of skills In atpintlcs. d.ince, 

hHllvldiial and group gancs and sports. Inclmllng 
iiitrnmirni nnd llfetlne sports. 

n.r ie»R physli.ll etiiicntlon Includes special physical education, .nl.iptnl 
physlcnl nhit.itlon. noveiwjnt education, nnd Motor develop«cnt. 

rnnsi.k.r.iti ons for service delivery . I^sls shotild he upon physlcnl 
JiKMtnJiT rTiriis own unique contributions to the overall ethicntlon of stinlents 
with h:imli<»i>plng comlltlons, specifically the develop«nt of fitness, fttmla- 
•K*nt.il -..inr skills, nnd gM«s ind sports skills. Although teachers of 
physical ediK.itlon for the hnndlcnppcti My encourage use of phys hal an.1 
motor activities as a therapeutic Modality or as a Means of attaining goals 
and ohlnllvcs In affective and cognitive areas; within the spirit nml 
letter of IM.. 94-142 such uses of physical activities Must be In addition 
to. iM»t ill i»I.ne of, physical and Motor activities for ami of their own goals 

ol»lritivf S, contributions* nnd values to students with h.imllcapping 
comlltloits. As siKh, physlcnl cditcntlon Is not physical tlirrapy. ociupat l.»na! 
therapy, •»» tltcrnpcut Ic retreat Ion. Nor should free play or recess Ik? 
coiisidcri'.! rtpilvnient to physical eilmntlon. PriMtiry physltnl ami Mc.tor ncitls 
.iml ohjr.tivr«; cannot he ctwiproMlsed, nor the Intrfrlty t,f physical t^iiitntlon 
|irof;rrtns •..>• i i I it rJ. 
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i*hyslcal education for stiitlrnts with h;»ntl»c:ip'i mt^t hr .mImi iii-.trif<l 
in .1 Manner consistent with other spct iai eiliicallon srrvitci. lhal t-.. 
services are provided to those children who c.iiiwM siiiMSsfMlly Khicvc 
in the regular physical education class. Hie focus of physical c.liM.iliim 
for the handicapped Is to serve children whose psycl.ow.ti.r prrfmpniMi 
levels are significantly below average. Te.ichers of physltnl r.l.i. .ii i.ii 
for the hamllcapped direct their energies toward .irvilyziiiR sn. h pn fniwim i-. 
Identifying students* strengths .iml weaknesses, .inJ .kteiMininR tin- 
appropriate progrannatlc response. Specific cOm.itim. iutervcl Ioms ...mI 
strategies are then developed to iMprove perforMance, 

Instructi onal cnjiliases . Physical ethKation fur stu^linis with h imli* ..ps 
is a conprehensWe service delivery syslea designed tn Identify siMngths i.mI 
we.iknesses an.1 to foster developMcnt within the psy»h.>«ot«r .h»-...li.. IL)su.il 
education services for Individuals with hanJIcapping coodltioir. shn„|.| 
IncltKle psychoMotor assesSMCnl, Imllviditalized ediicat l«n.il prop i.uw- inc. ....d 
developMntal and/or prescriptive teaching. Although all bandit .ipjud 
stiKlents should be afforded these services, the content «f Inst ».ii t ion will 
vary according to the ages nnd ahllltles of students. 

lM>hns|s at the preschool level is up<»n the dcvrlo|mctit of .ippiopi i.itr 
pl.iy skills and behaviors. Ibc basic Motor skills arc developed .iihI 
pr.icticed during play as well as enh.ince«l liy the op|H.rtiini t) fm n"»i«il 
Motor developMent. 

tMpbasIs at the elcMcntary sibool level is itlM.i. ditr li.pli.p |..isi» nHitor 
skills, fitnd.iw;ntal Moveaent ^ltterns, gooil posture, :ipp»opi latr Ih..I) 
Mechanics, and physical fitness. ItovelopMcnt oicurs through iii^ltvidu .1 i -cd 
ami personallzcft physical activity prograMS using -ovwnt cxp-oi 't to,,, 
gnidcd discovery approaches. problcM solving tethni.pics, ;„..l station or 
circuit teaching Methods. 

Ij^ihasis at the Middle. InterMCiliate. or jiuiior htp.li s.hnnl ltd i- 
upon physical fitness, teaM g.iMcs, ami sports activities tfUlW in-. I.m 
does pose a More difficult nml challenging situation for l.nth tvulnt^ mh\ 
stmlrnts. It Is far froM an iMposslhle task to integr.tte sti,.hiiis wnh 
h.imllcapping conditions Into regulnr physical education pi..nr.i"«s M thi^ 
level. Hany different Metbwis can be used, lm.lo.lini: spct iali.td 
instructional tcchnlf|t>cs, miflpted e«piipMcnt ami devices ...hII f ii.U s 
for gancs ami sports, fleiihie class organitat itm, spc» l.ii .itlrniion to 
class le.idors, peer tutors, ami other stihicttt assist.imc. 

geglnning nt the high s.hwil level nml conlinninp lhio..Kh .i.lnllhood, 
ciifiltusls Is :ipun selective or elKtive programs involviiir. pi cp.ii .1 ion h.i 
llfctlMC, recreational, ami leisure S|Kirts .ind attivltl.s. Ii,<li(i.i,i.i 
with hand I flipping comir»ons mny tboosc activities whuh .iir ...n.i-.i.of 
with their Interests, ncetis, ami ahllitits. Rrp.irdl.-is .,f tl.« nilM,, oi 
';everlty of .in Imlivldiial *s h.imllt apping tomlition, op|H.i t unU if- im 
..^.illnMe for Instntttlon omi p.ii t li lp.it im, iu .i Rifii « •»! '"dont 
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.iml oiilttoor vljtiMmis nnd less active, rnrant »fi<l Infoimit, nml IndlvldiMl 
nmt itrntip Effort 5 amt activities. 

(^tallty of Instnictloti , A foul clenrly issoclnteJ with ctftal eJiica^ 
tlonal opfwrliiJniy ^or the Mndlcnpitetl Iji In^tnictlon that will snxlalzc 
the (IcvclotMcntnl (mtentlai of each learner. To achieve ihls end, teachcm 
slimiStt he tralncfl tn utilize state of the art Instnictlonat nnd hehnvlorni 
technolnglc^. tit stnict tonal tcchwotoiy refer* to the systeaatlc imnncr nf 
<»triictiirlnj( gn.ilT nnd objectives. coMunlcatlnf Infomtlon, and iitlllzInK 
feetlhack ^x<;tc»5 to cnhaiKe Student learfilitg. lehavjoral tcchnoloty , on 
the other hniiil, is .he systewitic application of behavioral or pitycholnKlcal 
principles ami cnvlromMntal nanlpvlstlons to produce desirable chanfcs In 
^tiKtcnt IcarnlnK nr perforaance. Mien teachem are trained to efficiently 
use Instructional and behavioral technoloffles, optlnal student learninf ami 
co5t-ef fcctlvr cdiicatlcn are possible. 

tJIgliil llt y for Services . All children with fcandlcappln|t conditions 
a' dcflncfl hy'TcilcrnI nandate <P.t. f4-l42) are to receive appropriate 
phylcnl eihicntinn services. 1hiis» personnel prepared (nr this task wist 
J>c nhic t» serve blind, partially sl|ihte<l, deaf» hard of hearing, nentally 
rctartletl, seriously eMtlonnl ly dlstni1ted» orthopedlcally Involved, learning 
disnhlcd, Miltlhamtlcappcd, and other health Impaired students. Children 
with handicaps mist he provided appropriate prograns In all of the paraneters 
nf the physlial rthicatlon curricula (physical and notor fitness, fim«lanentnl 
■otnr skills anit patterns* mpiatlcs* tcan and Individual gancs and sports), 
tliverslty In eihKatlonal profraMlng my be excfi|>llfied through developmental 
noncategnrlcal apprnaches. Urns, personnel who are teachers nf physical' 
ciliHratlon fnr sttntents with handicaps rcoiilre In-depth training to serve 
tllverse populations of children *'**h handicapping conditions. 

Special physical and aiitor needs are those that because of type» degree, 
nr severity ranitot at the tlaw he mti thitMigh participation In regular 
physlr.il cdiiratinn prograais and activities. Stated another way, long-tern 
finals am! shnrl-tern Instructional objectives appropriate for age and/or 
class peers way not he appropriate for students who have special physical 
am! nntnr ncc«ls at the tine of evaluation. These rather general stntcaents 
can lie antic n<ire specific thrmigh application of physical ami not or devetnpwent 
cliglhl I Ity ci Iterin snch ns . . . 

. . . s«M>r{ng nore than one standnrd deviation below the *can 
nn sinmlardlzed norn referenced physical an<t/or nntnr 
pr I romance test batteries or on test Itcns vnllitateit tn 
MMstire specific physical or motor abilities; 

. . , pl:Kin|i lower thnn the twenty-fifth percentile on Itrns 
fri>M iiona referenced physical anJ/or notnr perfnrnarKe 
.-issrssment Instnanents; 

. . . stoiing two nr nore years below chronnloglcnl »f!e level 
fill .1 specified maihcr of test Iteias frnn an apprnprhite 
pliysli.tl amt/or notnr perfnrKince lest battery- -I.e., 
SI firing »t such a level nn three oiit nf six test I tens 
on Mm» ttnitery; 
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. . . falling two years he low chronulogit.il ape ImsciI i»ii 
standardized Motor (leveto|i«cnt norias; 

. . . falling to attnin hasK laininiin perfntnam c Irvcts imi 
Mens scored according tn appropriate critcrlim 
reference tecfinlqties; nr 

. . . using a|iproprlately serpienced teacher (riterlMii 
referenced checklists. 

Individuals who Score well nn physical an<l/or iiotor prrroiniiHr Irsts 
htit whose behavior Is disruptive or dangerous tn ibciRsrlves aiul «ll»cr«. iwKt 
he considered for special placcncnt. Nhlle eapliasls for •*iuc>KMit !«. on 
physical and aotar functions, ^he whole student mist Ite lonslilnnl Mhcii 

■aling placement decisions. Hehavlor prohlens of one student ^.i ii l.r 

allowed to jeopardize learning opportimltles and expcrientes of othns. 

Rules and Kesponslbl I Itles 

fhyslcal educntlon for strident s with hamtlcappinK iniiilltiniis < 011^)^4 % 
of programs designed to enhance their physical fitness and motor skills 
throt:gh modified and developmental ly sc<pienced sport, game, and moirmrnt 
ex|terlences Individualized for ench participant. Ihe precise role nf tlu- 
special physical editcatnr In providing such <nstriKtlon Is dcp^-ixlriit ii]toa 
many factors. These 'Include the site nf the sclio<il system, tlir mnubcr .in<| 
types of handicapped Stitdents, and the extent tn which regiit.-ir physical 
ediicntors are available ami prepared tn provide pingrams for stiKlnits with 
special needs. 

The actual role of the special physical ediKalinn teatlirr m.i> t»r .ni) 
one or a combination of the following . . . 

. . . Direct Service Delivery Specialist: Ihe hxllvidiut woa«. 
directly with students In a physical edmatlnn rtivlMiii- 
mcnt as deslgtwfed by nn IIP. 

. . . Resource Specialist: The I milvltlit.il serves ns .1 rrsmntr 
specialist to physical educntinn teachers, spci i.il 
education teachers, regular te.ichrrs. p:irapMtfr«:sloii.iK, 
and pnrents nf hantllcap|ied stiKtents. 

. . . fnnsultant: The Inttlvhhial serves ns n consiilt.iiit tit 
teachers, parents, lommmlty, and otlin .t^riii Irs on 
strategies fnr prnvltllng' appropriate pti>slt.it cihit .ti ioo 
programs for the han<tlcap|*ed. 

Although rcspnnsihillties mty vary somewh.it dipntirnip upon tin loh 
or roirs .issitmcd, the duties nf the .itlapted pfiyslt.il ettiK.ittit }:tiiti.ill) 
lilt liidr . . . 
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. . . lnitii.ilinK the ph/slcal iiml Motoric copabilltlcs aihl 
ttMitntlon^ of ench stihlent ulth luinificiippinK comll- 
I toon, 

' . * tM.niiiln| n |il»xsical education curricuiiNi baseJ iipon 
tlic ticc«fs» capuhllilles, limitations* and Intere5t5 
nf rncfi student nith liamlii applnf conditions, 

. . . I»|itc»entin| and conducting an instructional pfix^lcnl 
nlmation pn^rm for each *ttident with handirnpfiln^t 
rnn<titions, 

, . . lUiiuhiitInK <»»»lc idirsicill education .Jiiinistrntlve 
ai«l Mipenrlsory duties related to teaching students 
with hnndicafplng conditions, 

, , . lonsiiltlni with regular phrslcal education teachers 
wlio hnve students with handlcnpplng conditions 
Intrp.rated into their progroMS concerning effective 
tc-irltlng strategies and approfrlate currlculnr 
nitlvltles and enphases, 

, . . rrovldlng support ive/reso«irrc services to speclnl • 
cdmntinn classrooM teachers and resource rooai 
tc-iftiers who Incorporate Motor developMent and 
«*vrncnt activities Into the curriculiM to enhance 
<<tf.Mitlvo, affect I ve» and mtor behavior, and 

. . . lutcrncting and working with professionals and 

p.irnprofesslo>nls fro« various disciplines* parents, 
noil ronnunitjr «e«l>ers idw are concerned with 
hnndirnppcd students. 

It Is apparent that there Is a rc^e difference between the rcgolnr 
pliyshnl cdmvitlnii teacher and the teacher of physical education for 
children with hnmllcaps. Mioreas the regular physical educator should be 
ro«petcnt to tr.nh the nlldly handicapped student In the minstrcan setting, 
the minpted physical educator typically provides direct service to the More 
.^erately nml severely handicapped Individual. Current eaiphasis upon Inrnnt 
stiniilntion, rnrly childhood* transition, and adult prograns for the hamll- 
cnppcil hns rcsMltcd in a broader age range of students In ndapted physirni 
etluc.1t Ion. thus, s|ierial physical educntnrs tench handlc.-ippcd students who 
prc-:eiit n vast rnngr of individual differences. 

Anntlirr rule difference between the regular and special physlcAl 
educator Is th.it the special physical educator Is frequently nsled to provide 
Indirect serviir to the handicapped stiKtcnt by serving in nn nMnlstrntlve 
lopnclty or ;is .» consultant or resottrce to other teachers. In this Inttcr 
role, the spril:i|}^t often -serves as a nenber nf the school system's sprcint 
edmntinn st.iff, pcrfomlng mnnj services such 35 assessing the notnr sHII 
.-ind phys|<.-i| fttnrss levels nf hnndlca|tpecf students, assist ini! with tin* 
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dcve»«p»cnt of Individualized tiliicntinn l'ro|ti.i»s (Ill's), tcM.MKoiMlhi^ pl.ai-- 
»cn% options, providing teaching suggestions to pliysl.nl ediii ntm s, tiitci .11 Mmj* 
with related services personnel, recruiting nml trnlitiii|r vnlntitLM-rv. .iml 
lni«r/«ing other teachers abwtt the Motor skill nihl pliy<:i<:ii rititr<;s'<i|tjri t ivrs 
for hnndicapped students, Kccmtse of these vnrlcd res|iniisllii I it ir<^, tin- 
sprclnl physical educator wtst lie prepnrcit to wort in n Miltidist iiilin.iry 
envlromarnt, 

Tt»c changing role of the teacher of ptiyslcnt ediu .it Ion fnt li.iii(h< ippivi 
stutfents Includes selection and training of pnraprofr5si<tn.i|s tit .i';s|m fn 
the delivery of services to handicapped children. Ihls iiH'hi<trs .1 (.irrfiil 
estlMte of the person's present level of ability, .tttitndcs, .ind .isvrsvnntt 
of potential for future growth. Further* the ediicntnr is respimsilile fur 
proper orientation* stipervlslon, nml evaluation of the piLiprofc^^si 
will be assiMing nany of the responsibilities Inherent lit :i pliy<:i(:i| rdma- 
tlon progrnn for children with special needs. 

Cducat lonal Settings , Htyslcol edttcatlon services foi stiidriits with 
handicaps are delivered In the least restrictive envlroniHciit . Iypi<:il pi;iir- 
•ewt classes* self*contnlned developncntol or rcncillnl |>tiysi<:tl rdiu.ition 
cinssps, coablnations of these placements, or resource t>rof>r.iMs. 

Ihe teacher nf physical educntlon for hnndlinpped stihlciit*: <oiil<l wuii 
within a single educatlimal setting or a coirf)|n;it ion of ediNntiun srttiii):s, 
for exanple* rerilar school* itinerant service to norc thno otiir s<liool, 
resource rooM, special school nr center, or In n shared service nt 1 :iiijtrmcot . 
Sowj special physical education teachers awy perforn anuh «f ihrir woil 
outside the traditional Instructional setting. Illiistmtlve Is tlir 1 1 un- 
spent In Individual psychoaotnr assessnent, nultldlsclplln.iry pioci.iRMiiiij>, 
.iml home or coMMmlty follow-up. Those who work In Infjnt st inMitat ion, 
enrly childhood, transition, or adult prngrons KLiy ntsit worl in iimt ifuli 
t tonal envlromients. 



IHOFLSSinHAI. rXi:rARATI(iN 

The physical eilucation teacher of hnndlcnpped students is itttf wlitl I .III 
deliver n bro.id variety of services to a scltool or scIhh»I <^ystr«. Within 
the context nf the least restrictive cnvlromicnt, » ^pei l;il pli)si<.i| cdiic.i- 
tlon teacher mt^t be (|ttallfle<l to conthtct progrnns In .1 vnrlety of vottiit^*:. 
That person oust also possess a hrond spectrim of slllls: siMcone wlio cm 
nsspss, develop IITs* comhict In-service, iHter.ict with siip|)4trt prisoiiitrl, 
and work with parents; sovcnne who can worl with mtn-nMlnilntui iiitiivnli.-tl , 
nml beltnvlnr disordered children; nml one who can rope with Iih oiiirnirm 
siifh ns hrnces nml catheters. In short, the physlml eihicitiini t<M<hri nf 
students with hnmllrnps Is an Interdlsclpllmiry te.in an-iilier wIhim- skills 
«nn hv considered ns contrlbut Ini; to the whole edm ;it l«it il pnMrsv. 

In order to fulfill the roles, responsihl 1 1 1 Irs, .iml rxpn (.it hhis 
disiMssed niKtvc, the sprclnl tdt)s{i:il eihimtor artist pp«;ses^ ittiMctoiis imiw 
ledfjes timl co«|tetem: ies which :it<- sjin Ific to the lii<t tin t ion ul IijihI t( .ippcd 
•itiflrnts. TiK-ir (mtwieilprs nml i(Hi|»rtcn< Irs hii Imlr, ImiI .tii- imt tiwttnl 
to . . . 
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luiiml.it imis 

. . . .MiMstniKllnit of fthysio logics I cti.irncterl5tlrn nixl 

mvil lent nhltltle^/notnr skills of Individuals mIiIi 

|tli>sii.i|» pcntnl» ^cu%orY, nciirolnKlrtil nml otticr 
litMitli nccujt, 

. . . limii'i^t.iiKllnit of typlcnl nnd ntyplcnt phy^lcnt xriiMth 
.'iml RNitor tteveloiNMnt , 

. . . WikUm •;$n*Klln| of pvchotogtcnl nnd cognitive clinriit tcr- 
Intim nr Indlvithinls with hnndlca|)flng conditions n^ 
ciliiMtcd In imtnr lenrning sittntlons. 

. . . Ihidcrnt ending of the potent Int for encmiraging po5ltlvc 
n<K l.il behaviors and httimn Intctnrtlon through rnopcr.-i- 
tlvc ptiyslcnl Activities, sports^ nnd gniies. 

(jir r lui I iiw ;inj Kethods 

. . . AMIity to npply strategies for Individualizing Instnictton 
ffii students with dlsnhl lit les In n va«-lety of In^trtirtlnnnl 
sett iiig^. 

. . . Ability tn plan Indlvldtml pliyslcal education prngr.iMS 
h.isrd upon Identified gonis nnd objectives. 

. . . Aitiiity to npply tnsk anfftysls techniqites In the prore^n 
i>r ItKHvidttallzIng Instnictlnn. 

. . . Aiililty to lMple«ent npproprlnte pbysical ediicntimi 
ptngt.iMs for Individuals with disabilities hnsed itpon 
cub siiKlcnt's current level of perfnnunce. 

Tr.ict }rnm 

. . . AbilMy to npply appropriate tccbnlques for cncour»g|iig 

|»osJtlvc hehnvlors nnd self-concept as well ns for mnnnpin; 
pinhlcM behaviors. 

. . . Aiiiilty to function sncccssftil ly ns a tcn« »c»licr with 
olhci direct service providers 5itch orctipnt iotnil 
liii>rapists, rtn^nrooM tcncher^» nnd physical cihicntioti 
tv,u hrrs. 

, . . AIniity to npply strategics fur assc^sing» idciit Ifylng, 
,hh1 prescribing specific ni'vslcnl eibicntlon lenrning 
I'xprt Icnccs nnd l«plc«H!ntlk*g Inttlvldunllzed edumtlon 
pmcinns (HPs) for children nnd ndiilts with dls:ibl Ur Ics. 



41 



- « - 



It Is dirricitlt^ If not |wtHKsiblc» to im lode these lim>w|f'd)'rs 
nmi iow|»etchcles In the typlcnl undcrgrnduatc physlr.ii cduiiilion rMiii- 
ciiliiM, Such preparation Is usually accompli slicd In a grfidu.-ilc ni.i<;(ri's 
degree prog rn«i or vin special untlcrgradunte prorcssioml piepni.it ii>ii 
prngrniis which require ndvanccd t mining and extra credit', heyiuid thv ii.u.il 
graduation rcqtil rencnts , 

Several states ((:A» li.» KA, i.A, fIN, Ml, NV, Nil. i'Kl h.ivc .id.iptrd 
certification, approval, and/or licensing procedures and <;t.nid.iids fnr 
special pbystcnl cdticators. In general these licensing .uid < ert i fit .it ton 
rcqulreiacnts reflect the value of tbc knowledges and lomprtem io^ out lined 
above. 



H£St:AHai AMP DDlONStB AHOH 

(. urrcn t Priorities ami Interpretations 

lor optiaint stKcess It Is recowMcndcd that rose. in li pio|Mis,il^ ^^ubnittrd 
by physical ediKators Incorpornte the Most rcicnt fuiMliiig |>rior:lii'v 

. . . School -based (direct service delivery) tcseanh nsinf. 
school records and focusing on Issues relatiug tn tlio 
liRpteiKntatlon of t*iihllc Uw 94-M2; 

. . . rducatlonat use of technological devices «mhI sy^irms b\ 
t- dents with tinndlcnps; nnd 

. . . Role of parents nnd fnally In the oliic.tt Ion uf <;tMdriitN 
with hnndlcapping cnmtltlons. 

Txnnples of how these priorities (part kuiarly the l.i^l «mi«'I • ui Ih' 
rclntcd to physlcnl education IncliHtc . . . 

. . . Studies of advocncy nodcls developed cnopci.ir ively l>) 
pnrent groups arid phyilcnl educntors to strengthen 
(^ystcal education nnd recreation delivery ^ervitrs 
to students with hnndlcnps. 1ltc.se night iiu Itide . 

. . . parent Invotvcncnt Inpbysltat education 
pinccacnt decisions; 

, . . parent Involvcwcat In Imlividuall zed <'diM i 
tlonnt pinns ns tbcy relate to physli.il 
cdiM'nt Ion; and 

. . . scttlciacnt of disputes l»ctwecM p.iieul<; .uid 
sihonls relating to physical cducitimi, 
support pcrs<MUiel, Speilnl OI)i»pics, ,uu\ 
related cxtin cl.tss activities. 
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. . . Studies of the total fnally Involveaent In the physical 

cthu.nlon nnd rccrentlon for students with h.indicnp^ with 
p.irt iciiliir Nt tent Ion to the role of slbllnns; thr^c alght 
riiroMp.1^9 cooperative lKMM*5chool fitness and weight 
rcMliK'tion proKraaj, sports, fiance, and ai|tMtlc^ Involvc- 
Moiit. and cAMpIni and field sports like fishing nnd hunting 
which necessitate good nciiroMi^citlar control. 

. . . Rc^icnrch on parents as volunteers In physical education 
f(tr Itnnd I capped stmlents concerning service delivery 
pri>|;rniis and related after school sports» dance, ami 
nipisitlcs program. 'Hits sight enco«|>sss procedures for 
tr.tining parents and for evaluating effectiveness of this 
t milting; |:rocediires for recruiting parents Into such 
prof^rniis and sustalnlnf their Interest; and detemlnlng 
licncflts to parc*its as well as stiMlents with handlcnpping 
I (Mulitlons. 

. . . Rc^^mrrh on use of coaputer technology In State I'diicAtlon 
Agntcy compliance with P.L. 94-142 In regard to physical 
c<liK-ntlon a^ It relates to their coayrehenslve »y;'^ 
prrson ncl dgvlojweiit ( Federal >eti»ter » hit^t^t 2it i9ii, 
\y. MUh}. Specifically^ what successful SFA «wleM can 
iir found which accurately assess maahcrs needed and 
cxi^tinf In regard to special physical educators In the 
«;intc? llow can coa|mter technology he used to evaluate 
({11.1 1 ity of special physical cthtcatloN service delivery 
In cnch school district and then synthesize the findings 
for nn accurate SF.A report? 

. , , tti'scnrch on use of technological devices like rliicMto- 
prnphy and related bloawchanlcal analyses In ns^c^slng 
iiml programing In the psychomotor domln for hnmll- 
r:i|)|>rd ^tudent^; application of computer technology 
111 the Individual lied educational plan as It relntcd 
to physical education and related areas. 

Not iudii.ttcd hy SIT as a current funding priority, hut itcvcrtlrelcs* 
grcntly ncriird In physical education for the handicapped, arc ^tudlc^ which 
forns on IwpMwi'd li^lementat Ion of P. I.. 94-142. Illiistrnt Ivc of %\Kh 
rcscariii njr . . . 

. . . Iii'srarch rn assessment models for an entire school 
(li';trict that are effective In determining physlcnl 
rtliK.1t Ion placement with respect to malnstrcamcd 
vvrsns non-mnlnstreamcti settings of different class 
•;l7r5. Assessment shotild address several criteria 
.imt include peer relationships nnd cognitive ahllity 
lit (itpe with team sports rules nnd strategy ns well 
physical fltne'^S nnd motor nhlllty. 
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Studies of accmintnblllty mmtcis en:ihiing physi* <l 
e<hicntors to dociwtcnl stntist Icnl ly slRnirUiut 
differences in psychomotor performance of stinlcnls 
with handicaps resulting from different kintU of 
physical e<hKatlon service delivery syslfws. Ilicsi- 
might Include compnrison of different le.K hcr-|inpi I 
ratios (1:1 vs 1:5 vs l:W): compjiri^on of iisr «if 
peer teachers or huddles In InsiriKtlon vcfmis 
adult dominated Instruction; compnrlsou of niin- 
streamed versus non-mninstrenmcil setting*^. 

Studies pertaining to main''. reaming in physhnl 
ediKatiop and addressing siKh qtiestlon* m*; . . 

. . . Ik>w <loes Integration affect the rltysi<..il 
education setting: tencher-pnpil mtlu, 
handicapped student to reg«ilar ediicJtinn 
student ratio, methods, ami orgnal znl Ion' 

. . . What evaluation procedures nml instnt?cnl«. 
are best suited for assessing the «iil* 
of Integrated programs? * 

. . . Ih>w caa attitudes of nonhandlcappcd ihlldim 
toward malnstrenming sports he chnnK<-*d^ 

. . . txmgltudlnni sttidles of the effects of 
structured physical editcatlon propr.ms 
started early In life In person*; with 
different llnds of handicapping comli- 
tlons; an nanlynis of factors conlrl- 
biitlng to the sttccess of the growing 
ntrmber of dlsnb>d athletes who arc 
competing nationally and inlcinntion- 
ally. 

. . . Research on teacher efl<rcnvrucss .is 

measured hy multidimensional appro. u Ins. 
including stmlents* performamr, aft iluttr*;. 
and practices (cnrry-over effect in d.ill> 
living). Tills should encompass student'; 
with and without h.tndlcapping condition*, 
and focus In on how teacher ef fci t lvcm-;«. 
nffcct5 families tis well as liHllvldiMls. 

. . . Rescurch on physUal cdiKatlon .I'^sr'.^w.jl 
nml progrnmmiag in Itm incldcmr <;po i.il 
|)0|Hilatlon<; like mm-amlMil.ttory, <i'Vfirl> 
retarded, and tlic Mil • lliand* i apprd In.livi 
diut I s . 
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illYSlCAL bWCATlON ISSUfcS 

"Hie fftllnwinK represent soae of the •ajor Issues which nec*l deflnl 
ttvc action In ensuring coapllnnca witli Congresslonul Intent of eaiphflsl^ 
on pliy^lcnl cdtir.itlon within TYte EAicntlon for All IfaimllcappcJ Children 



At iIm* present tine there Is no direct recpilreaent 
ihni phx'Icel education be ailTressed or Included 
In sintep and conse<pientlx local education ^ifencjr 
pl.m^. litis creates probleas In that Interpretn- 
llf)ns ns well as the statule Itself Includes . . 
In«i| Miction In physical editcatlon , . .** Therefore, 
It would be helpftti and Is certainly warranted based 
on leplslatlve history and Intent that the Division 
of Assistance to States require that (a) physical 
edik-ntlnn be addressed In all state plans, and 
(b) state education agencies re<|Ulre that local 
cihK'ation agencies address physical edtication In 
tlieir plans siibaltted for state pass-through fiintls. 

Mictltcr physical education Is fonaally/off Iclally 
rc(|iitrcd in state plans » It Is vital that the 
Division of Assistance to States Include phystcnl 
education In Its nonitorlng procedures of the 
st.itcs. Itiisp in tnrnp would necessitate states 
to Inchide physical education In Its Monitoring of 
loral education agencies. Such a procedure Is 
nrtc.sary to ensure coaipl lance of physical educa- 
tion rcquireiwnts with the statute itself as well 
as satisfy Congressional Intent for placing 
ewpliasis on physical and Motor developaent of 
rbllilrcn with handicapping conditions In the law. 

Ibis )>rocediire Is consistent with the January 19, 
l<}8t, position paper on ItTs and leaves no doubt 
or what is expected or required of state and local 
cdtK-atlon agencies In iMOtlng physical eJtKatlon 
rcqiiirenenv-* under The lulucntlon for All llnnill capped 
fbildren Act. 

lew state and local education agencies incliide 
pliyslcal cdiicatinn on the Individual Ited eihica- 
lifMi prograa fom. Without nddressitig the need 
fin physical education services throtigh the IT 
ptturss. It 19 difficult. If not inpoSsihle» .^r 
iliildren with handicapping comlitionn to receive 
.ipiMoprlate and necessary attention to physical 
cdtit.itlon and their physical ami aotor dcvclo|Miciit . 



At the present time there Is still cunrnsioii over ihr 
relationships between physical ediicnt imi and various 
therapies including physical and oc( tipat Icin.ti tiiciap/. 
The statute Is very clear--". . . iitstrtict ion in 
physical education . . .** Is n dcflncit part nf sfipi i.ii 
ediicatlcn; however, related services, tiK liidlng 
physical and occupational therapies, arc |»craiss|l>|( 
only !f necessary for a child to iKncflt fi"« a priw.irx 
special edticatinn service. 

Basic to appropriate and necessary services In nny 
area. Including the physical and mot<n doaniii. is 
valid assess»ents» inforaal as well «is forwal testing, 
tn too r<£'..* tocalltles Is assessment of the physlcol 
and Motor character ;:t!«-^/runctlon5 of children witb 
handicapping conditions being hoik ::t a»d/or .i|t|iin- 
prlately. 

A priMary need aMong all regular teachers, Im lading 
those In physical education. Is in-service opportuni- 
ties. It has been shown that regular physical cdma- 
tlon teachers are receptive to working with chlldrrn 
having handicapping conditions when they have 
appropriate la-servlcc oj^rtiinitie^ ami rcs<iiiu c 
support. 
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Profile of Child Count and 
S^ate Appropriations for 
PL 94-142, PL 89-313 



RmpubtkMM Add Hmndlcap ^ 
to PImnk 

Ihm !^«puWiGtn Pt«tfonn Corr <t 16 

•d(M tp Hi pitnk ttm folk >^ 



th« indMduai dignK 
AfMnetn is tn i* 



It PiiniifiQ OfAot« 
rvporti, Canaus 





wid ofMffiy pfoduc* 

w #n ofttof fofiT). To 
Novy Books without 



A fwwf proioet to provids 



botioilly by subset iMh 
bo plseodonths msilifio/ 

^WQO^ Wills iO! Now 

OfRos# Wsshingiofw DC 

f sostonos to Mist in IdonMe^^ 

m physicstoduostionforhsfidtesppsdstudsmLObfsctfvss 

■ locusondo^^oloplnflsoomprshowswosystofnof psfson> 
m noi dsviopms m indudtng prssorvics. lo-sofvics sod srjff 

■ dsvsiopmom nsods. Tsrost populstion is ststs dirsoors 

■ of spodsl oduoilion, stats CSTO Committos msmbsrs 

■ •nd/brstats^Dsonsuttsms.lnsddhioniDdirscioom* 



■ inuDiostions 

■ iset will bs 



'-.w «..«v^.»rw«*«r** wwv«wwi« JflO thS pfO* 

disssminstsd throuo») SpoeislNst snd 



■ CoMntofpoifiL For furthor informstion eomset: CSPD/PE, 

■ MO Collsos Station flood* Athsns* Oooro'j 30610, (404) 
5424970. ^ 

^ o 4ite g s f si iH itt > IM ssMwr^ s si M. A 100 psgs booi(> 
1st wtiieh profliss 27 su poss sf ul scisntistt from sll psnsof 
ths sountiy wfio hsppsn to bs pfvysieslly dissbisd. Ths 
booic is a plos tfist ws don't loss oomributions of tfMi mind 
bsesuss of mlsoonosptions sbout limitstions of ttis body. 
Hs m^ purposs is to inform tsochsrs. psrsnts snd ooun- 
sslors eoneoming carosf options opon to dissbisd stu- 
donti. Avsilabis for $12J6 from Foundstion for Sdsncs 
snd ths Hsndiesppsd, 164 Jutiot Court Qarsndon Hills, 
Nlinois 60514 or csll -^'2/323^161. 

o iu eom wiu tStnfgim ofn&ghtmn^ Hunt S^rvh^ 
O90¥&rY . A now monogrsph, dsseribss problsmt inhsrsnt 
in rsQionsl ssrvios dslivsr^ systsms, such ss rpscist sdy- 
cstion ooopsrstivss snd intsrmsdists oducstion sgsnctss; 
snd doscHbos strstspiss idsntifisd by rosssrch of ths 
Mstionsl fUiral Progrsn^ (NKP) as sffactivs in dssianing 
snd implsmsntino rsgbnsl ssrviost. Ths monograph csn 
bs obtsinsd for $6 from ths Nstionsl ftural Account QO, 
Murrsy Ststs Univsrsity, Murray, •CY42071.Thstitlsof ths 
documsnt is "Probisms snd Strstspiss flsgsrdtnp f^sgiorv 
sltiing Ssrvios DCflh^ry: EducstionsI Collaborativss in 
flursi Amsrics.* 
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Books &. Printed At ' ^^/^ ,\ ' gram The book is 
Materials |/* C^C^*" (.ontnbuuon 10 field 
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^port and Disabled Athletes, 
ccuied by CiAud;nc Shcmil, is one of 
First books u> auaress the interna- 
tionti tpoHk roovcmcni for disabled 
««ileics Ii is a compiiioion of papers 
Pj;^ted w thf^ \m Olympic 
d CongreiS. The volume in- 

cludes 2B contributions cxjrforing 
^isior\- and philowphy, spons dassi- 
"c«ioiu and mea!th. It also 
containj. praciitai information on 
^aeclchair detifrn and a diroaorv of 
^sources and governing bodies for 



an important 
in which the 
amoun: of printed material is ex- 
tremely liniiied Topics include an 
overview of the model, learr.ing ap- 
proach, socialization and mappropri- 
atf behavior, gvmnasium manage- 
ment, game, exercise and leisure 
spon curriculum, keeping track of 
student progress, volunteer training 
and ujc, small group aaivities, using 
model fuppon icrviccs and parent 
involvement. Available from Pro- 
Ed, 5341 Iniuitrial Oak* Blvd., 
Austin, Texas 78735. 

m HalHwiek Method: Wain 



dUoKi 1 «ju>cfnjiig Doaies lor liu aaumtck Method: M 

hiW. f^""'- include Fnedam Jar the Handieapp^, by 

n stoo-, philfifophv, sports dassifica- Susan Grorn and Li«a GildOTleevc 

Jor cqualuiiig urapctition, ex- 
ercise phviioiog) re!^earch. biomech- 
aniu rckcarci*. ^pufl !rnciok)g>' and 
psychology- n^cardi, applied re- 
search and dassiitcadoD lyitcms. 
Available in hard cover from Human 
^mciics PuWiabm, Box 5076. 
'champaign. IDinoif 61820. 
physical Eduaititm for the Severely 



is a presentation of the basic tech- 
niques of the Halliwick Method in 
teaching disabled individuals swim- 
ming. The Haliiwidc method is 
presented as paniculariy bcnefidal 
for severely physically handicapped 
swimmcn with the basic purpose 
being water freedom. The book pre- 
sents a pictoral and namtive expla- 



- ••^«M.iif ^aurainmyor me Mvereiy picronu ana namtive expla- 

^^icapped. A Systematic Approach nation of m«hodolog>'. Topics in- 



^ iMiQ Based Gymnasium, by 

John Dunn, jarnei Morehouse, Jr. 
and H. I) Bud I'ndcncks pre.«;ents 
carelull; df vcli)jK-d and successfully 
employed ^uncrpts and techniques 
*or leachini; phvNjfal education skills 
JO the svvvrvh handicapjied student. 
Critical clrnjrnis in the learning 
process arc Muswd-thc cure or 
command, tm- l^havior to be 
icarned and the procedures for 
Pn)viding ft-edbacK lor the behavior, 
^roughoui the lM>ok. discussions 
^d cxamplr^ o» data recording and 
analyses an- prornied The data 
*^*«ed exmnasjuni approach empha- 
•ttcs the iniponancc of parents and 
Volunteers in the insrruaional pro- 



dudcd are an overview of the Halli- 
wick method, water enir>', water ad- 
justment and basic positioning, 
lateral rotation, venical rotation, 
turbulance and buoyancy; water exit 
and group acuvities. AvaUable from 
Sue Grosse. 7252 W. Wabash Ave- 
nue, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53223. 



TV Biti U Pitcci If, turn iL'tU appear as a refukr 
^pTtimnt oj Pa^tMtstra Ih/mauor. utaitn^ to 
Pjif steal tdi.auor., yrntcun ana sport for the 
atsabird tndntaual / trowrttii Speciju-a'Jy. rn- 
JOrjTMUon tifr^fffr. ir. udt F^ar.i, cortnnfraal 
^tettat. a:aur':f wj if.K. /Paiaestra wii: 
^'Vieu hooki Of aitr^t wnpiruJ hnnk rnirwsj c :t- 
scutum and tretmne vuifrtaU aiailabU upcomtr.^ 
*^fkshops and tonJr*entt. teitiiaint reporu, rtperu 
timent m prndtng intgatten. and trnef nsiatch 
YJ^s tdf aSsttofhf W nfvrmutm to Ginn 
^«tt«/, Depjttrrtrni r-^rual Eiucatitr.. Jackson- 



The Real Race, by Skip Wilkins 
and Joseph Dunn is the story of Skip 
Wilkins and his family as they picked 
up the pieces- from a water skiing 
injur)- that left him confined to a 
wheelchair. The ne v life he staned 
indudcs more than 100 medals and 
an award for the U.S. Athlete of the 
Year in wheelchair sports. The book 
describes the hope and determina- 
tion by Skip Wilkins for his life, his 
family and others. Available in hard 
cover from Tyndale House, Whea- 
ton. Ilhnois. 

The Right to Participai:, bv Herb 
Appenzelier presents a renew of the 
law relaung to individuals with 
handicapping conditions in physical 
education and sports. Topics ina ide 
an introduction to the problems con- 
fronting individuals with handi- 
capping conditions, achievements in 
1— _ sponi, legislative background, the 
l*AUESTRA. The Forum ol Spun sDd Phytical Education L 
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judicial process, Icgai mandates, di- 
gibihty rules fr>i sports panicipation. 
injuries to panicipants and condu- 
sionv and nrominendations Avail- 
able in hard cover from the Michie 
Company Law Publishers. Char- 
loucsville. Virginia 

Adapted Physical Education and 
Recreation: A Multidisciplinofy Ap- 
proachy by Clauaine Sherrill is the 
third edition of the popular text for 
general adapted physical education 
courses. The present edition r^tcis 
a trend toward a noncategorical 
approach to education for handi- 
capped students. The third edition is 
responsive to guiddines for per- 
8onnd preparation established bv 
AAHPERD and the Office of Spe- 
cial Education. The book reflects 
changes in public school program- 
ming m response to PL 94-142 and 
includes a new chapter on legislation 
and advocacy. Chapters on as- 
•wmeni and programming have 
• " ^T!!^ ^° include a comprciien- 
«ve prescntadon of rdevant theories 
and practical instruments. Chapters 
have been added rdating to sports 
dassifications, whedchairs and -sis- 
tive devices as wdl as service 
ddiver>' and individualized educa- 
tional programming. Chapters deal- 
ing with sports for disabled individu- 
als have been updated to reflect 
current trends and developments 
Available m hard cover from Wm 
C. Brown Publishers. Dubuque 
Iowa. * 

Computer Software 



CSPD PE, a Nat 
based 



-ional Projea 
at the University of Georgia, 
has devdoped a needs as^ssment 
management system in special 
physrcal education. The program is 
IBM compatible and provides a 
needs assessment instrument tareer- 
ed at Identifying and improving prf. 
grants and personnd in special phys- 
ical education. Information on the 
SpccPE microcomputer proerair. js 
available from Ernie Bundschuh 
Georgia Retardation Center, 850 
College St' tion Road. Athens, 
Georgia 30610. 

^^VU P£ program is the SpectalNet 
buUctm board. SpecPE is now avail- 
the Duabicc; 



t 
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able to all Slate Education Agencies 
It can be used to post special physical 
education messages of interest to 
ciihci states, icijucsts loi iiifuniKUuui 
or items of national concern :n mc 
provision of physical education scn- 
ices to individuals with disabilities 
Users can communicate with Project 
Stall h> addressing messages lo the 
user name Project CSPDPE Conact 
Ernie Bundschuh, Georgia Retarda- 
tion Center. 850 College Station 
Road, Athens, Georgia 306 10 



Project Trendi, Univcrtii>- of 
Oregon, hfiS adapted the Leisure 
^uignostic EtttUfy for use with Apple 
II microcomputers. Evaluation is 
being conducted at the prctcnt time 
For further information contaa 
Kathleen Halberg, Department of 
Leisure Studies, University of Ore- 
gon, Eugene, Oregon 97403. 

Films & Videotapes 

Choosing Victor}' is a fascinating, 
personal look at f,vc outstanding 
wheelchair athletes who chose viaory 
to overcome their physical handi- 
caps. The film profiles the lives, 
careers and vraining of Candace 
Cable Brooks, . Rick Hansen, Jim 
Knaub. George Murray and Randy 
Snow whose drive and ambition has 
propelled then to success in their 
personal lives as well as in com- 
petitive spons. Available as a 90 
minute, color videocassetie. Rental 
or purchase of 3/4* and 1/2" tape is 
available from Films Incorporated. 
5547 N Ravenswood Avenue, Chi- 
cago, Illinois 60640-1199 (800-343- 
4222). 

Nancys Special Workout is an 
aerobic videotape designed for the 
physically challenged individual. 
The workout is led by an occupa- 
tional therapist and is recommended 
for those with special needs and 
limitation- including MS, spina 
bifida, MD CHI, amputees, CVA 
and polio. Although the entire 
workout is done sitting down, it is 
not limited to wheelchair users and is 
geared for an overall workout. Avail- 
abie from Nan'^v's Special Workout 
P O Eon 2914. Southfidd. \hrhi 

Conferences 

The Fourth Annual Computer 
Technology for the Handicapped 
International Conference wiii bt 



held October 22-26. 1986, at the 
Radisson South Hotel. Minneapolis 
Tho Conference, sponsored b\ Clos- 
ing the vvJI ulicr participanis. 
hands-on beginner to advanced 
training in the use uf microcompu- 
ter:>. Kvgi.siration is Sl5U before- 
October ] and $175 after October J 
For further information toniaci 
Clo.<ing the Gap. P.O. Box 66, 
Henderson. Minnesota 56044. 

The Georgif. Federation Coundl 
for Exceptional Children wUl sponsor 
a conference. Exercising Your 
Mind, Body, Righu and Option*, 
November 20-22, 1986, at Sea 
Pahm. St. Simmons Igiand, Geor- 
gia. Topics will include special 
education dassroom instruaion, re- 
»c«rch/noodel demonitration pro- 
jccu, physical fitness activities for 
studenu and teachers, legislative 
updates, professional standards and 
assertiveness training. For funher in- 
formation contact Ernie Bundschuh, 
Georgia Retardation Center, 850 
College Station Road, Athens 
Georgia 30(>10. 

The Ninth Annual Contempo- 
TMTy Elementary and Middle 
School Physical Education Confer- 
ence will be held January 22-24, 
1987, at Georgia State Universit>'' 
Endorsed by SDAAHPERD and 
GAHPERD, the conference pro- 
gram will address the philosophies 
and practical concerns of physical ed- 
ucation specialists, daas teachers, co- 
ordinators and professional pre- 
paration personnel. The deadline for 
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subnission of papers is JuK 1. 1986 
For further mformation contact 
Margaret Jones, Depanmcni of 
HVLKD, Cxt:(;rgui .Siau- (Jnivcrsiiy. 
University Plaza. AiUnia. Gcore'ia 
30S03.3083. B 

SOCIOLOGICAL 
PERSPECTIVES - 

(Cominued fwm Pai^f 26) 

we arc; where we're going Pop- 

ulalton BuiUttn, 37(2), 3-15. 
Roisien, H. (1984). Committee of 

One on Elizabeth Bouvia. Abiltty 

Magazine, ^(1),31. 
Sherrill, C, & Adams-Mushett, C. 

(1984). Fourth national cerebral 

palsy games: Spons by abilitv . . . 
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AND RECREATION: A Multidisciplinary 
Approach, 3rd ^ition, By Claudine Shenill 
1986, 650 Pages, Hardbound. 

This text features a mullidisciplinnry apprciach ,n iK; 
flexible three-part formjit. Parts I and II adopt the 
genenc/competenc) ippro^ch emphasuine develop, 
mental and socu! learning theon' in assessment 
Part 111 -.Hnn»< »K . programming, and other wrvice'deliven- tasks ' 
m/th n^^f ^ / ^ categoncal approach emphas.zmg physical education 
^^thodolo>;y for specific handicapping conditions It hai th. content comprc- 
ncnsivunes,. ond currency voi. net-d to icoch future teacher. ^ 
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TITLE OF PROJECT 



Comprehensive System of PerjBotmel Development 



Physical Education 





CONTACT: 

Ernest Bundschub 
Project Director 
CSPD PE 

850 College Station Rd. 
Athens, Georgia 30610 
(40A) 542-8970 

TARGH TRAI NEES/TRAINERS/PARTI C IPANTS/RECI P I ENTS ^ 

The target population for this project are State Directors of Special Education, 
State Comprehensive System of Personnel Development Committee members, and/or state 
Part D consultants* The project has an advisory board comprised of personnel from 
state education agencies and Institutions of Higher Education. The scope of the 
project requires input from profec;3ionals in phyrlcal education and special education 
from across the country. Regional consultants contribute specific knowledge as 
related to their geographic locale and assist with the Implantation of workshops in 
conjunction with the advisory board. 



The major goal of the project is to provide assistance to states in the identifi- 
cation of service needs for physical education. Objectives focus on developing a 
comprehensive system of personnel development including preservlce, inservlce and 
staff development needs. 

The project provides: 

A common focus for communication involving special physical education through 
the SpeclalNet bulletin board: SpecPE. 

A basic needs assessment instrument targeted at physical educators currently 
providing services to students with handicaps. This instrument can be modified to 
meet the unique demands of individual states and determine the need for a special 
physical education instruction (physical educators, special educators, or both). 
Specifically addressed are teacher workloads, equipment/supplies allocations, teacher 
perceptions of current inservlce training and future needs* 

For computer based programming to analyze data gathered from the needs assessment 
instrument. The programming is organized and written specifically to allow each state 
education agency to target specific concerns related to special physical education. 

For regional workshops during years 1985-86, 86-87 to orient representatives from- 
states with the needs assessment instrumentation and strategies for data collection 
and validation. ' 

For technical assistance to states to facilitate individualization and further 
refinement of project materials. 



GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 



• 1 • 
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DESCRIPTION OF SCOPE AND ACTIVITIES 



•••Special education comprehensive plans will be analyzed to outline the sources of 
data presently available in each fftate* 

• ••Strategies will be developed for validation of the data^ 

• ••A plan win be designed for use as a model to assess physical education and service 
needs in each state^ 

• ••A plan will be identified for assessing needs of children and youth with handicaps 
based upon programatic rather than categorical data^ 

• ••A plan will be developed to tLMBMB special physical education work force needs^* 

• ••Specific conputer program techniques will be- designed that cay be adapted to conqiuter 
hardware available in each state education agency for collection and evaluation of 
needs assessment data^ 

• 

• ••A sample needs assessment program will be developed with the focus for determining 
the simplest and most adaptable methods for processing data input. Program development 
will allow for modular adaptability so that state education agencies can "mix and match" 
to create new or smaller programs tailored to their needs. 

^••Four regional vorkshopa will be held each year^ Training will be offered to all 
states In the targeted regions^ The host state will be selected from those indicating 
a desire for the projects staff to follow up the workshop with technical assistance 
during a regularly scheduled meeting of that state's CSPD committee or Advisory Panels 

• ••Training will be conducted over a two and a half day periods The project will fund 
the travel expenses for staif members to conduct the regional workshops. State education 
agencies will be asked to fund their state representatives to attend the workshop with 
the host state furnishing the meeting facilities • 



2 . 
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EVALUATION PLAN 



The eyalui^tloa plan** Is developed, to address the follovlDg concerns; 

••,The Identification of relevant data sources that vlU be utilized or modified 
in determing physical education nesds within the state. 

; • .i.The dsvelopmtnf of appropriate instruments that will. Be effective probes in 
identifying service, as well as training needs in special physical education within 
a state. 

• ••The staters utilization of instruments In developing needs statements in 
special physical education? 

• ••The ability of the project staff and stat^ personnel to cooperatively identify 
approaches, systems, aetbodologies that will effectively and efficiently ascertain 
state 'needs in service training. in special physical educatioa? 

DISSEMINATION PLAN : 

In addition to direct coomunication with state Directors of Special Education, 
state Comprehensive System of Personnel Development comittee members snd/or state 
Part D consultants Information will be disseminated through the Speci^et bulletin 
board Spec^PE which Is now available to all state education agencies^ Information 
will also be available" through the National Asrociation of State Directors of Education » 
the Office of special Education Progrsms, USDE, the Project on Cooperative Manpower 
Planning in Special Education and COUNTERPOINT • 



PRODUCTS CURRENTLY AVAILABLE OR SCHEDULED TO BE AVAILABLE . 

A Directory of state special education personnel is available from the^Project 
CSPD-PE office at a cost of $4«0Q« The directory focuses on leadership personnel in 
special education, CSPD planning, regular physical education and special physical 
education in each state and U^S^ territory • It also contains information on Project 
plans and services • 

The Project will produce a basic needs assessment Instrument and computer sof twam 
necessary to evaluate gathered data^ Each state participating In a CSPD-PE workshop will 
receive a copy of these materials^ Additional copies will be available at coat^ 
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re&d 1 

Posted: Tue Dec 11. 1984 9:42 AM EST Msg: BGIE«1977-2507 

From: PROJECT .CSPDPE 

To: Spec.PE 

Subj: PROJECT CSPD-PE 

PROJECT CSPD-PE: The major goal of this project Is to provide 
assistance to states in identification of service needs for physical 
education. Objectives focus on developing a comprehensive system of 
personnel development including preservlce, in-service and staff 
development needs. Due to a variety of circumstances, physical education 
service needs have not been veil documented by state education agencies. 
It is believed that if physical education needs assessment and data 
management procedures were available. SEAs could more effectively 
address the service needs of physical education for children 
and youth with handicaps* 

The project staff will assist states in developing appropriate 
procedures and instruments: 

1. To determine the qualifications of individuals who are providing 
physical education for handicapped students in their states. 

2. To determine the extent to which physical education personnel 
are providing appropriate physical education services to handicapped 
students served in the public schools of the state. Specifically 

a) referral . b) lEP . c) parent involvement . d) placement . e) related 
services . f ) assessment . g) individualised instruction . h) facilities, 
i) budget, "j) class time. ^ 

3. To determine the opinions of respondents about the need for 
in-service training in adapted physical education* 

Command ? bye 

This mail session is now comple'^e* 

HAIL DISCONNECTED 00 OD 00:01:02:36 376 339 
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8:38 AM EST 



Msg: EGIF-1995-3515 



read 2 

Posted: Mor m 7, 1985 
From : pro j juCT . CSPDPE 
To: FEDERAL 
CC: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Subj : NEW PHYSICAL EDUCATION BOARD 

to state aJI ?fpS? training, particularly as they relate 

.... fS!oSSf prlcXI?^ ProJect.oSPDPE and can be accessed by ,,sing 



COMMAND: 
COMMAND? 
COMMi._:D? 



Check SPEC.PE 
Scan Since (DATE) 
Read (MESSAGE #) 



conc.lrt^iltl,ir,iyirc.rX^^^^ =^ -"^ interest or 

Coicmand? 



ERIC 
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read 2 

Posted: Mon Jan 14, 1985 10:51 AM EST Msg: JGIF-2002-3551 

From : PROJECT . CSPDPE 

To: 3PEC.PE 

Subj: Operational Def inition/PE for Students with Disabilities 

Questions have arisen concerning the operational definition of 
physical education for students with dirabilities. The National 
Consortium on Physical Education and ^Aecreation for the Handicapped has 
developed a position paper on just such an issue in response to a request 
from the Office of Special Education Programs. 

Inquiries on receiving a copy -should be sent to: 

Mrs. Madeleine Will 
Assistant Secretary, OSERS 
Switzer Building 
300 C. St., S.W. 
Washington, DC 20202 



Command? bye 

This mail session is now complete. 
MAIL DISCONNECTED 00 31 00:00:02:23 26 12 
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National Systems managshcnt inc. 



Sl€ct%onia {Jnfoxmation / 'flommunication ^yii^ms 
aOai K STnCCT, H.W.. SUITC 3tft 
WASHINOTON. O. C. aOQOft 



July 2, 1985 



Or. Ernest Bundschuh 
Director, CSPD PE Project 
850 ColUge Station Road 
Athens, Georgia 30610 

Dear Dr. Bundschuh: 

I want to thank you for the excellent job you have don^ of 
maintaining tae SPECfPE bulletin board on SpecialNet. le 
information has been timely and well written. I have received 
numerous positive comments from users regarding your bulletin 
board. As you are aware, to help ensure the continued quality of 
all .bulletin boards we are now asking that the administrators 
sign a contract with NSMX. You previously signed a contract for 
a 3 month period and it Is the hope of the SpeclalHet staff that 
you' will be able to continue managing the SPEC.P5 bulletin board. 
Therefore, I have' enclosed a new contract which simply extends 
the agreement for 12 months. You will note that I have not made 
any substantive chang<^s from the original agreement but please 
feel free to contact me if any of the items need modification. 

Agairf, than., you for agreeing to manage the SPEw.PE bulletin 
board. Your contributions to SpecialNet have been outstanding 
and 1 am most appreciative. 

Sincerely*, 




SpecialNet Staff 



Posted: Wed Aug 6, 1986 
From : COUNTERPOINT 
To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Sub j : DEAR FOLKS 



6:35 AM EDT 



Msg: DGIG-2587-6636 



THIS IS JUDY S.D. AND I HAVE JUST LOOKED AT YOUR BBOARD. YOU 
ARE ONE OF THE BEST ONES, JUST GREAT. THANK YOU SO MUCH. 
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Command ? 



read 3 



Posted: Fri Feb 14, 1986 
From: GSNODGRASS 
To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 



4:35 PM EST 



Msg: JGIG-2388-9168 



Subj : ERNEST BUNDSCHUH/SHIRLEY CROWLEY 
Dear Ernie and Shirley, 

I just wanted to let you ' "^w how much I appreciate the terrific 
job you arc doing with thw SPEC^PE bulletin board. I 
receive positive comments about your board everywhere I go and 
wanted to pass this on to you* It is on my list of req^uests to 
GTE to again ask that they put a counter on the boards so that 
admins can have quantitative data as to the actual use of the 
board* But until that occurs, let me assure you that the 
response from users regarding your bulletin board is excellent. 

Please feel free to send me any suggestions that you night have 
that would assist you in managing your board. Again, thank you 
for your continued support of SpecialKet. 



Gary 





read 1 

Posted: Thu Sep 18, 1986 8;48 AM EDT Msg: HGIG-2641-5439 

Froa: GSNODGRASS 

To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Subj : ERNEST BUNDSCHUH & SHIRLEY CROWLEY 
Dear Ernie and Shirley: 

As you are aware, the Information base on SpeclalNet continues to 
Increase. There are now more than AO national bulletin boa'*^ds 
along with over 60 active state bulletin boards. Your support 
through the excellent administration of the the SPEC.F.E bulleti 
board, has helped to give SpeclalNet a reputation among 
educational administrators for having qua^.ity and timely 
information. It has been especially gratifying to vatch the 
growth of networking via SpeclalNet among professionals around 
the country. You have certainly facilitated this growth by your 
willingness to provide users with resources and respond vo their 
questions. I have had many users tell me that, being able to 
access current information on-line such as you are providing hv.B 
made it possible lo "stay informed". 

We are in the process of up-*dating our list of bulletin board 
managf»rs and it is our hope that you will be able to continue 
managing the SPEC.PE bulletin board for the 86/87 school year. 
If it is agreeable with you we will simply extend your current 
agreement for another year. 

Againy thank you for your on-going support of SpeclalNet. I will 
look forward to hearing from you. 



Sincerely, 



Gary Snodgrass 
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Command? read h 

Posted: Fri Aug 8, 1986 4:19 PM EDT Msg: QGIG-2591-9139 

From: LGIBBS 

To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Subj: ERNEST BUNDSCHUH & SHIRLEY CROWLEY 
Dear Ernie & Shirley, 

As you are probably aware, we try each month to highlight a 
different bulletin board in the SpeciaiNet newsletter. Knowing 
how busy you are, but wanting to highlight your board in one of 
the upcoming issues of the newsletter, would it be possible for 
you to send me your thoughts on how you would like me to focus an 
article about your bulletin board? I will write the article and 
send it back for your approval. If you would prafer writing the 
article yourself, that would be great also. 

Your bulletin board is terrific and we truly appreciate your 
continued support of SpeciaiNet. 

Linda Gibbs 
SpeciaiNet 
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PECIALklET 




N^^ N 



NATION^ ASSOOMKM OF SIATE DtRKTORS OF SFtCW. EXJCMICN 



ti« ImNi m tpKialMrt. HDLLnE «■ miAK 

TEn.LIK tfffrs Am Mi iiifirMti«i ikMt ttchNltfr ii 
spKlil f*ic«tiM. Antfio, ntfM, Mri cMpHtr rtlaM ttcH* 
noltqin nil kt hifSiliiiitfi. Noitkh ftatm «in iKlite 
Biti m4 hUn, Nm ^trioiicils, Iriflit lim, Fviiitg b5-r»- 
tioft, Htlpfyl Rtsourctt, Afsociations, tlit Kitdwa S«k, Utr- 
«rv NtM ani Firtftti- Corwr. Ififonutiofi mil rmii on thi 
board for ooc lonth. TECH.LIIC is a dOMd tallttia board, 
•hich mm you lay accm ittfortaiion, lot vou camot post 
inforoatipo dirtctlv on this bullitin board. If you have 
inforiation to placf on thf board or questions regarding this 
board, contact the board oeerators via SoKialNet. Their 
USERNAff is mH.com 

The sKond balletin board is called TECH.TWC. a too-wy iitr- 
active lervice. Special educators are encoerafed to lee this 
board as a forue focusiN on tedmolovv. 

• The CtNtr for Soecial Edsution Ttchnoloov InforMtion Ei* 
chanie a joint effort of the Council for Exceptional Cbildrcn, 
JMC International, and LIIC Hessarces is a thrH-vear orojKt 
recently faded by the US taMrteeot of Education. The purpose 
of the project is to crHte a national eichan^e for the collec- 
tion and transfer of inferaation on handicapped children and 
vouth. For aore inforaation re^ardinq the Technology Center 
contact: 

Susan Eltina. FrojKt Director 

The Council for Exceptional Children 

1920 Assxiation Drive 

Reston. VA 22091 

Special Net USERNME: TECH. CENTER 

Use the following procedure to check the TECH.LINE board: 

COHHAW? CHECK TECK.LIie <PIIESS RETURN) 

COHKAW? SCAN SINCE 12/1/B4 <PRESS RETURN) 

RENIHKRs SCANNINS IN IfB 

Nhen vou are using the SCAN coaaand. and do not inlude the vear 
(i.e.. SCAN SINCE 12/1) ♦ the svstea assuaes the current calen- 
dar ywr. Therefore, it is iaportant to rMetber that if you 
are scanning for onsa^es sent prior to January 1, you oust 
include 1984 in the date. For exaaple:' 




cimww? 

COHNANB? 



CHECK FEBEkAL 
SCAN SINCE 12/1/B4 



<PRESS RETURN) 
<PRESS RETURN>. 



lERiC 



mm OPMEvairKntly fMde/teprc7iie OMietMce tel 
statee in the itotificatien of sanrice Mods *w hMdicapped 
studeoto in pbnical adicatiei. The abjectives of this project 
focis ae itvelopiii a cooprehmive fystoa of htsommI devel- 
opoert iiclidioi prtiervice, irw^se and staff devtlopoent. 
A SeecialNit bulletin board called SPECK has htea established 
to serve as a resource to subKribm. To check this nee 
bulletin board jast type CHEOC SPEC.PE at the Cooaand? proopt. \ 
You can then SCAN SINCE 12/i/M. 

For ad'<itional inforaation, send a oessa9e to Ernest Bundschuch 
the Ft ujpct Director via Special Net. USERNARE: PROJECT.CSPDPEy 



SBFTNARE HLLEHN RMS 

SpKialNet has rKeived oany rofuests froo asers for a bulletin 
board ibicb ooald facilitate the Bchaope of ioforaation re* 
gardiif educational softoarp - Mb idtinistrative and in- 
structional. To reepaod to this raquest a balletin board 
called SOFTNME has been established and oill be aanaped by Al 
Nona, DirKtor of the Nicrocoopater Educational l^lications 
Netwrk (KEAN) at Turnkey Systeos in Falls Church, VA. This 
bulletin board can be used to: 

- Share evaluations of softuare 

- Share inforaation regarding educational software 

- Ask other users for help in locating effective softuare 

Users are encouraged to post a^ssages on the SOFTNARE board to 
let others knoe about experiencK oith particularly oood or 
poor software. To send a ansage to the SORNARE board! siaply 
send your oessape TO: SOFTNARE 

To check the SOFTNARE board, do the following: 

COHHAND? CHECK SOFTNARE <FRESS RHURN) 

COHHAND? SCAN SINCE l/t/R5 <PRESS RETURN) 

SPECIALNET XPRESS NAIL 

A nee service utll be available to SpecialNet users this 
Spring. The service «ill allot subscribers to send cessages 
froa their terainal to anyone in the United States via Xprcss 
Nail. Users will be able to send hard copy aail, includinc 
overnight delivery 'Sru-style* letters and laser printed let- 
ters uhich can include logos and signaturn. 
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NET |y|EWS 



NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE DIRECTORS OF SPECiAL EDUCATION 



Vary SpMltl Arts on Sp^eiUM 
byDeniMWamtr 

VSA.hEWSiith»V«rySp«ta)ArU(VSA) national bu^ 
on^MdaMat VSAiaaninlamilionalOfBaiyzationdadtoatidio 
•nrichfaigtholivMOfpaopiowltfidiBMtethf^ 
program indranr»,dano9,murioand1hoviMJaiart^ Asan 
aducationa. tfiMdIha John P. Itonnady Carttrlortht 
Parfomiing Arts, VSAaafvaaovw^eoO.OOOMMdu^iilh 
diubHteir)al50MlM,1haOiitiic(dColu^ 
%o. VSApgPBramainthaatamincfcida; 



• Mivaii-wMchpravUaanon-oofr^^ 

and nonndiiabWitudantalooaiibrMandahmt^ 
aocompMunanls kitha artt 

• Naw\ri8ionsOanoePip|acls«whichlaachniov^^ 
danca to studantt who ara blind and viauaNHnipaM 

• Han7 Fonda Young WaywrjptoProjada^whic h imiod^ 
' ttudantawkhandvirtthoudMiliaatothaartofpte^^ 

ySAJCWSk yayoua^ 
da^^ilopmant, laaohar, artirt* and paftmtiibiinOt and 
pubfcationa. VSApfc^aiaoMiyalaforaftaiiMdUHttaa 
pfpgrama in aohooldialrieia and Mnj^aiaiiaaaoroaatha nation,^ 
VSAcanhalpyouimpiamanlpfogramainyouraehooll OortmA 
VS A by aandtng a maaaaga via S^aoia'^MTo: US.VSA 

Afl VSAftata organoationaaraon S^MonMac anabfing 

a)nvnunkatbnwithaachothar,VSAVnationaio(f)o»and 
Sp$Gm!N0tmr K. 

Todiack the VSA.NEWSbulatin board juat do thaio^^ 

Command? CHECK VSA.NEWS [PraaaRatum] 

Now uaing board 
Command? SCANSMCE6/1/B6 [PtaaaRatum] 

Tranaltion and VooEd BulMin loarta 

In addition 10 thaTRAriSmONbuMin board ,thaW^^^ 
Vocational StudiaaCaniar'^ now adminiatauigthaVOCED 
bulatinboaidinooQpafiiionwitt)OOUNTBV>OMT. Sinoalhara 
iaainovariapbalwaanTRAN8m0NandV0CB>atJta^mattar 
araaa. Dr. UoydTlndaithamanagarof thaaa boafdi anooungaa 
SipadaMaf uaaft intaraalad in Tmaifon and Vooad maa k) 
monitorbothbdMnboarla. For addtt)nal information you can 
aand a maaaaga via S^/xMNar To: WL VOCSTUDES 

ReaouitM for Paranta 

Spdc/a/A/efs information base forprofessbnals working 
with parents of exceptional children has grown dreui laticaliy 
in the last two years. Users can locate the most current 
infornuttion/resourcesforwofkingwlh parents via several 
buUuinboards. if the infonnation you are seeking is not 
cunently posted on a bulkrttn board, send a niesssoe via 
S)pdGia/A/ef cfrsctly 10 the national experts nwiaging the 
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' boards rec^estingaaiiBtance in locating resources, tfyou 
are iooidng tor i nfan natl on in this area, theteiowingbuiiatin 
Doaroa anouKi lie or paiQciMr iraafaac 

1.CHAM«Eat*lahaaalnkb^^ 

and other gRMipa to ahaie information on lopica of vital intaraat to 

paraniSy including lagiaiaHva iaauast parent ti aiding programs, 



MfrarNBirBon HiargafacDunay 
UaerNama: OHCHAM 

2. EARLYCHU>HOOD«Poatainlomtationonaen^for 
handbappadchidran fromO-a yaaraofaga,lneiuftng 
aarvioaa/lraao'aoaa for paranta. 

Ad-Sniatntor Dale Gentry 
UaerNama: UOR 

3. PP^(PiogramalnvoMng Paranta) rpcuaaa on parent 
programaerinlMaatloparaniaandprofaaaionala. Nawais 
inckJdad on iaauaa and tranda in paiantprogramming. 
innow < ion a ,prt)loatona,maatinga,natwo>ka.andpro»ett 

AdminialrBtor RogarKiDth^MaigeaPwilaQoidbarg 
UaarNama(a): ROGEFUCRCnHMNPACER 

The adminiatralora ot thMa bt«atin boarda are axoatont* ao doni 
haaltata 10 aend them a maaaaga If you need help locating 
raaouioaa ior woridng with pararta, 

PhyairalEduoatkmlorHandbappadatudanta 
^padafMuaeit tooWngfor help in implementing phyu^ 
education programa for handicapped atudenta win find the 
SPECPEbulMnboeidanout^andmgraeourDa. Mormationon 
the IdanWoaten of aervioe needa for handfeapped etudenta in 
phyaioal education laprovidedaawelaadeeoriptiona of promiatng 
practioea,faaowoea, a ndoonleranoe a . Fbrexample^duringtha 
month d Jim the folowing information itema were poated on the 
SPECPEbuiadn board: 



ttumm 9mm 




tM 


1 ^a aao pmacrjoawc 




t3 


t ^laasr mojcorjoawc 




19 


a Miiaiaat "aoaoTjoawyt 




4t 


4. jMiaioaa mojaorjoamt 




7 


t jMtata> 9mJKtTJDmsK 




m 


• mwi^s wwjacTjoawa 






7 Miaoion2 MKuaorjoawf 


My^wiapw^^ 


7 


e jMti aao Muaorjoaw? 




» 






H 



To aooaeatha SPEC.PE bulletin ooard and read any of the above 
measages juat do the following: 

Coinncnd? CHECK SPE&PE [Preaa Return] 

Now uaing board 

Command? SCAN SINC^ Sn/BS praaa Return] 

Command? READ <9 [Praaa Return] 

If you do not aee infonnation you are eeek^ aknpiy aend a 
meeeage^igforaeaiatanoeTo: PROJbsTT.CSPDPE 
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8:28 AM EDT 



Coamand? read 39 

Posted: Thu Oct 2, 1986 

From: GLARRC 

To: SPEC.PE 

CC; GLARRC 

Subj : Needs Assessment Management System 



Msg: GGIG-2660-2025 



MEMORANDUM 



TO: 

FROM; 

RE: 
DATE: 



SPEC.PE 

Attention: Ernie Bundschuh 



Dr. Larry A. Magliocca, Director 

Great Lakes Area Regional Resource Center 

Project CSPD-PE 
October 2, 1986 



Thank you for sending the Needs Assessment Management System. 

We shall disseminate information about your materials to our seven states and 
provide an inspection copy for thone wishing to see it. 
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Tne Depanment ot 
Physical Eaucation 



Oregon 

, .State 
University 



Corvallis Oregon 9733-! -330? 



June 17, 1986 

Dr. Ernie Bundschiih 
Proj ect Director 
CSBD PE 

850 College Statical Road 
Athens, 30610 

Dear Ernie, 

Ihank you for the feedback concerning our recent publication. Vie 
appreciate the s i ypor t > The SpecialNet connection vill help to spread 
the word, 

I look for war d to seeing you in Washingtcn, D,C. 
ijincerely, 

Chair and Professor 
JMD:km 
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Si 




Conifwhonsivc- 
System oi 



D-IO 




June 6, 1986 



John Dunn 

Oregon State University 
214 Langton Hall 
Corvallis, OR 97331-3002 

Dear John: 

The- volume looks great. Thought you'd like to know that we a 
putting the enclosed iten on our Special Net Bulletin Board. See vi 
in July at the Consortiiim Meeting. 



Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



EB/sni 



Enclosure 



TMf \}K\v\ ksiTv ArriuMK:) ^^c'lLlT^ \t hie u^ikirsitn (^f Georgia 
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TO BE POSTED TO SPECIALNET : ^ c^tJi, c/s/i^^ 
PHYSICAL EDUCATION AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED 

A new soft back volume entitled, Physical Education for the Kanditapped: 
A Systematic Approach to a Data-Based Symnasium has recentTT Bien published 
Fy Pro-ed. 5o4i Industrial Oaks Blvd.. T^ustin, TX 78735. The authors. 
John Dunn. James Morehouse. Jr.. and H. D. Bud Fredericks are highly success- 
ful trainers of teachers particularly as related to the more severely disabled 
individual. As noted in the preface, the intent of this text is to convey as 
clearly as possible an instructional approach for teaching physic?! education 
to severely handicapped students. The text provides an instructional approach 
that IS systematic and presents a data recording analyses emphasizing careful 
decision making and utilization of sufficient data on student progress to 
ensure effective learning. The text is a product from activities undertaken 
by the authors in the late 1970's. early 1980's perfomed at Oregon State 
University and the National Model Program for Severely Handicapped Children 
conducted by Teaching Research in Monmouth. Oregon. Included in the text ' 
are approaches to learning, behavior programming, gymnasium management, game 
exercise and leisure sDort curriculum, illustrations of assistive data 
forms and the utilization of support services, parent involvement and volunteers, 
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ARIN EDUCATION CENTER 
Hcmer-Center Elementary School 
Homer Ci ty , a 15748 



NOTE; 



TO: Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 

FROM: Joan V^i Ik ino-fsky, Adaptive Physical Education Teacher 

SUBJECT: Special Recreation Digest 

DATE: October 20, 1986 



Thank you -for your prompt response to my inquiry about the 
Special Recreation Dioest. 

I appreciate you sending me the issue to review. 
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BOOK ONE 
STRATEGIC PLANNING 

PURPOSE 

This book is primarily for the use of state education agency personnel 
concerned with needs assessment in the context of the Comprehensive System 
of Personnel Development. The purpose of the Information provided is to 
assift states in the identification and fulfillment of service. needs in 
special physical education; including pre-service, inservice, and staff 
development. Background information related to Public Law (PL) 94-142 
and physical education is included for *he purpose of clarifying the 
rationale for states to assess needs in this curriculum area. Directions 
for affective needs assessment development concerning the goals of special 
physical education and cooperative planning is included. In addition, a 
closer look at the needs assessment process is provided to assist states 
in the collection, analysis, and validation of physical education training 
needs. 

PART I: NEEDS ASSESSMENT OVERVIEW 1 

Public Law 94-142 and Physical Education 1 

Comprehensive System of Pe'-sonnel Development 2 

Goals of Physical Education Services , 3 

Needs Assessment in Physical Education 4 

Effective Needs Assessment 5 

PART II: '..'HO IS INVOLVED? 6 

Input and Implementation Model 6 

Physic Education Survey 7 

PART III: CLOSER LOOK AT PHYSICAL EDUCATION NEEDS ASSESSMErfT 9 

Collecting, Validating, and Analyzing Data 9 

REFERENCES H 

APPENDICES 

APPENDIX A: COMPARISON OF SURVEY RESEARCH IN ADAPTED PHYSICAL 

EDUCATION 14 
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BOOK TWO 
DATA COLLECTION/ANALYSIS 

PURPOSE 

e«'''^!iP"I?u^®u°^.^^^^*^°°^ ^° acquaint State Department of Education 
personnel with the SpecPE Needs- Assessment Management System. This system 

package, from survey instrument to analysis software 
and prnted reports, for determining service needs in special physical 

LJSn??-. ^f^P^ "5^5^ states in individualizing these 

materials to meet special naeds. 

The SURVEY ADMINISTRATION Section provides a brief overview of 
SpecPE s data storage and retrieval system along with options for using 
and report structures ^^'^^^^'^ information regarding' the survey instrument' 

The DATA ENTRY section provides more detailed instructions for data 
entry and file managememi: along with a hands-on introduction to system use. 

wIcmIII*/'^^^?^ MODIFICATION section is provided as a convenience to states 
wishing to make minor in-house modifications to the original materials. 
Shirley Crowley, Technical Assistance Coordinator, Project CSPD-PE. is 
available to provide additional assistance. ^ t, is 

SURVEY ADMINISTRATION 

. SPECPE NEEDS ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENT. ..' I 

FILE MANAGEMENT g 

Insuring the Safety of Data Files 6 

Using Task Options and Temporary Files 8 

Sample Use of SpecPE -.o 

Survey Instrument/Report '. \l 

Report Interpretation \ '.57 

DATA ENTRY 

SPECPE NEEDS ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENT 53 

Commands and Screen Prompts ' 63 

Temporary Files 6$ 

Setting Up- - Making a Work.ng Copy . . S7 

Loading SpecPE gg 

Task Selection Menu ' 69 

Sample Run - An Exploratory Exercise 72 

Creating an Empty File '.BS 

PROGRAM MODIFICATION 

General Directions ^g 

Modifying Report Printing Program - Specific Directions.' .' .' ' 's? 
^ Modifying Error Correction Lines - Specific Directions '96 

l ERLC ' 71 
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SURVEY ADMINISTRATION 



■• 72 





SAMPLE USE OF THE SPECPE NEEDS ASSESSMENT f^NAGEMENT PROGRAM 

A State's education system is divided into three service areas or 
Regions, with each region encompassing several school districts. In order 
to pinpoint the most pressing needs for each service area, state personnel 
will analyze data from each of the three regions individually. A state- 
wide analysis will also be conducted. 

Pre-survev Procedures 

1. The groups or subgroups within which results should be analyzed 
are determined and criteria for grouping of returned questionnaires is 
established. 

4c .aILa J returned questionnaires by analysis criteria 
is added to the basic SPECPE survey questionnaire before mailing to teachers. 

^ pre-assigned code to identify the Region number or a space 
which the respondent will fill in. ■ ^ 

fi£tg, Entry/Management Procedures 

.... I* ^^'"5^ completed questionnaires were received, the 

state s Survey Coordinator assigned three specific filenames for storing 

^"'^ additional ^ 

Illf«^ f^'*^"9 statewide data. Temporary files will be 

designated by the prefix -f added to the permanent filename. 

^ """l!® V^^^ 9'^"P °^ completed survey questionnaires received are 
sorted oy Region so that all questionnaires from a given Region may be 
entered as a group. 



FILE MANAGEMENT 



„«.c,I??,-tE^-^^°"^? Analysis System has been designed to provide maximum 
versatility m developing an individualized data plan for your state. 

Data may be entered and stored in files according to any criteria 
grouping desired. Individual files may then be combined, literally added 
S^.^ 5!ri-.^u produce new data groupings. An existing data file may also 
be updated by adding new data as questionnaires are returned. In this way 
data entry need not wait until a large sample has '.been accumulated. 

SURVEY INSTRUMENT/REPORT 

This section presents details regarding individual aspects o. oach 
question on the SpecPE Needs Assessment Instrument and a sample of the 
report generated for each question. 
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SAMPLE RUN An Exploratory Exercise 

This exercise has been designed to provide step-by-step .Aperience with 
the SpecPE data managejp'int system under controlled conditions. Simplified 
mock data will be ent stored, manipulated, and destroyed in order to 
give the user a better understanding of the processes used during actual 
data analysis. 

Using the following directions, you will: 

I. Enter prescribed data, create the temporary file t#Kfil, create 
the permanent file #l.fil. 

II. Enter prescribed data, create the temporary file t#2.fil, create 
the permanent file #2.fil. 

III. Combine #l.fil and #2.fil to produce the new permanent file 
#3.fil. 

IV. Analyze printed reports for Question 1 from all three permanent 
files #l.fil, #2.fil, and #3-fil. 

V* Destroy all data files created during this exploratory exercise. 

PROGRAM MODIFICATION 

The functions performed by SpecPE are controlled by instructions written 
into program files which are stored on the SpecPE diskette. Each program 
file is composed of a series of numbered lines. Each program line tells 
the computer, step-by-step, what to do and how to do it. Therefore, to 
change the wording on a report produced by SpecPE, the program lines which 
control printing must be changed. 

The Program Modification Section of this manual provides simple 
instructions for editing program lines to produce the necessary changes. 
Do not let ths appearance of program lines intimidate you. The editing 
process is basically the s^e as that used for making changes on a type- 
writer or word processor - the cursor movement keys are used to position 
the cursor under the characters to be changed, and the keyboard keys are 
usee to replace the old characters with new ones. 

Study the General Directions for an understanding of the processes 
and commands used to effect change. Then use the specific directions to 
make actual changes. 
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Adapted Physical Education Survty 

c/o Dtb Babar. Stait Naada Ataattmanl Data Analyat 

Georgia Ratardation CarHar— Affiant 

850 CoNaga Station Road 

Atliana, Oaorgia 30601 
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Command? read 15 

Posted: Fri Mar 7, 1986 11:27 PK EST Msg: DGIG-24 1 3-8090 

From: GESKIDS 

To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Sub j : RE: More Games 

I CAN HAR:>LY wait to share these with the DAVISON KIDS AGAIN. THEY WILL LOVE 
THE BALLOON GAME I AM CERTAIN. THEY SEEM TO TRY EVEN HARDER WHL..' THEY 
KNOW THAT THIS IS A GAME WHICH IS ENJOYED BY OTHER CHILDREN INSTEAD OF JUST 
SOMETHING ..ELECTED FROM THE BOOK. OUR CLA5S LOST THEIR CVS GYM TIME AT THE 
SCHEDLULc, CHANGE FOR THE SEMESTER. WE EITHER HAD TO BE MAINSTREAMEP INTO 
9 DIFFERENT REGULAR ED ROOM OR HAVE OUR OWN TIME WITH ME AS THE TEACHER. 
WE OPTED FOR THE LATER AS NINE MORE TIMES WITH PEOPLE OUT OF THE ROOM AT 
DIFFERENT TIMES IS HARD TO HANDLE AND THE GAMES DONE IN THE REGULAR ROOM 
ARE TOOO COMPETATIVE AND FRUSTRATING FOR MOST OF THE CHILDREN. THEY CANNOT 
HANDLE FAILURE OR LONG TIMES OF WAITING THEIR TURN. THESE GAMES HAVE BE'iN 
WONDERFUL BECAUSE EVERYONE CAN COMPETE AT THEIR OWN LEVEL AND FEEL SUCCESS. 
THEY CAN ALSO ALL TAJE PART AT THE SAME TIME. THANK YOU FNP THESE LATEST 
SELECTIONS. GWEN DAVISNN/KIDS 
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Comasnd? read ? 

Posted: Hon Feb Ik, 1986 2:28 PM EST Msg: QGIG- 239 7-6422 

From: GENKIDS 

To: PROJECT. CSPDPE 

Sttbj: RE: Hello! 

THANK-YOD SO MDCH FOR THE GAMES. WE ARE AN ELEMENTARY SPECIAL ED. ROOM 
IN MONTROSE, MICHIGAN . IF TOD HAVE ANY MORE GOOD ACTIVITIES FOR US PLEAci 
SEND THEM. THANKS. CHRIS BICKLE TEACHER AND CLASS. 



Action? pui'ge 

Purged. 
Action? 

Command? read 8 

Posted: Mon Feb 24, 1986 11:19 PM EST Msg: PGIG-2398-3? 78 

From: GEKKIDS 

To: PROJECT* CSPDPE 

Subj: P.E: Hello! 

READ BY THE DAVISON KIDS AUD WE CAH HARDLT WAIT TO TRY SOHE OF THESE GAMES- 
WE WILL THINK OF YOUR PROJECT AS WE PLAY THEM IN OUR CLASSROOM.. 



Action? purge 
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FPIAMCtS M. HATAHAXA 



STATE HAWAII 
ocpahtm&it Of education 

OFFICf Of THE WfTWtCT tUfCIIK rEMOCNT 
KAUAI SCHOOLS 

MtO f IWA STAEST 
UHUE. HAWAII MTW-ISIO 
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STATE OF HAWAII 

OE.*ARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
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KAUAI SCHOOLS 
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UHUEr HAWAII MTM-ISIO 
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Comprehensive 
System 
Personnel 

Development ^fflt 




r^i^CSPD PE 



850 ColkMje Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 
(404) 542-897C 




September 25 1986 



Ms. Susan Faulhaber 
Adapted PE Specialist 
Virginia Beach City Schools 
208B 66th St. 
Virginia Beach, VA 23451 

Dear Susan: 

Thank you for your interest in our materials. I think, however, you 
are looking for more service/activity information than material on teacher 
training needs. In any event I wanted to share with you some additional 
information that you may find useful. The Resource Manual comes fnxn our 
state department if additional copies are needed. Request them from: 



Mrs. MaHene Bryar 

Program for Exceptional Children 

State Department of Education 

Twin Towers East 

Atlanta, GA 3C334 



The Parent Manual we provide at cost ($20.00) to folk all over the 
ccjntry requ sting it. Maybe the parents of your students may be interested. 

The CSPD-PE manual is for ascertaining training needs in physical 
education - use it, copy it, make all the discs you care to make. 

By the way. Dr. Luke Kelly is at the University o^ Virginia, Health 
and Physical Education, 405 Emmet, Charlottesville, VA 22903- He v/ould 
be happy to help in any way. 

Good luck and keep in touch. 



Sincerely, 




Ernie Bundschuh 
Project Director 



Enclosures 



THE UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE ONIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 



AN ECA' Vt i>WJ«TUMTY;AffHtVWmk ACTION ISSTITUTK>N 



V 



92 



General Bo?*/d of ^ ji ^ 



THE UNTTED METHODIST CHURCH " \ ' Wiwion Eduaitton ar»d Cuittvition rco©fim Departnuent 
Room 404, 159 Ralph McGill B!»d., N.E. T«l. 404-659-0002 



Atlinu, GA 303^ 



May 23, 1986 



Mr. Ernest L. Bundschuh 
CSPD PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens f Georgia 30610 

Dear Mr. Bundschuh: 

yesterday's mail brought the book. Parents SlS. Partners: 
h Pronram qL Physical Activity for All- I am certainly 
grateful to you for your prompt attention to my request. 
I appreciate the fact that you are giving me this compli- 
mentary copy. I am very eage^ to share it with the staff 
at the school my daughter attends. If they would like a 
copy, then I will placf* an order with you. 

Once again, I am grateful to you for all that you do to 
provide assistance to those of us who work daily with 
children with disabling conditions. 

Sincerely, 

r- 

Camille S. Funk 
Field Representative 
Mission Education, SEJ 

CSF/jw 
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OFFICE OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION 

STATE CAPITOL 
HELENA, MONTANA 59620 
(406)444-3095 



Ed Argeabrighf 
Superintendent 



January 9, 1987 



Mr. Ernest Bundschuh 
CSPD PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, Georgia 30610 

Dear Ernie: 

I take this opportunity to thank you for sharing Project DART (physical education for 
handicapped students) with me. It has been most helpful in preparing materials for the 
state guidelines for the delivery of occupational therapy, physical therapy and adaptive 
physical education. Of particular interest at this time was Chapter VI "Instructional 
Programs," and Appendix D "Competencies of Adaptive Physical Education Specialists." 
The information will serve as a resource in the formulation of guidelines for the deli- 
very of adaptive physical education in this state. 

I send my wishes for a happy new year to you and your family. 

Sincerely, 



SUE PAULSON 

Monitoring Specialist 

Department of Educational Services 

mec7 



Affirmative Action — EEC Employer 
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Psrsans Researcn cencer 

Bureau of Child Research. Univer'Sity of Kansas 



January 21, 1987 



Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 
Project CSPD-PE 
850 College Station Road 
Athens, 6A 30610 

Dear Dr. Bundschuh: 

Sorry for the delay in sending you a formal "thank you" for the 
response to our request concerning physical fitness programs for 
persons with severe handicaps. The response we received from 
throughout the country was much greater than we anticipated. We 
learned a great deal and will be preparing a formal proposal for 
submission to the U.S. Office of Education in March. 

The information and material you provided was greatly appreciated. In 
the event that we are funded we will context you and keep you abreast 
of our activities. Thank you for taking the time to help us. 

Sincerely, 




Charles R. Sjiellman, Ed.D. 
Senior Scientist 



CRS:pw 



RO.Box73S, Parsons. KS 67357. 31&421-B55D 
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MARYLAND STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
200 WEST BALTIMORE STREET 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201 
(30,, 659- 2325 



December 16, 1986 



Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 
199 Arbor View Drive 
Athens, GA 30605 

Dear Ernie: 

On behalf of those who attended and sponsored the November Maryland Stat^ 
Department of Education inservice on instructional excellence, I wish to express sincere 
appreciation for your significant contribution as a speaker ^ur the adapted physical 
education group. Your Friday presentation on "The Kids Are Not Oun To Keep* 
received many positive evaluations from the audience and your handouts on Thursday 
evening and Friday were in great demand. Thank you for sending me additional copies 
of **Project DART* for dispersement to those unable to receive the material at the 
workshop. 

If you have not yet received payment due you by RKSA or the Department, 
please notify me at once, as I processed your forms as scon as they arrived. Your 
resourcefulness in minimizing the travel and lodging expenses is greatly appreciated by 
the program sponsors who operated within a greatly restricted budget. 

I look forward to working with you on future r 'ucational projects aimed at the 
improvement of instruction for handicapped students in physical education. Please keep 
me informed of any new trends, issues or funding sources related to this essential area 
of need and promise. 



Gratefully, 




Specialist in Physical Education 
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s^cctAL couCatiOn rrv cst-s*** 

VOCHeHACILlTATION TTV es«-2292* 

roA oCAr ONLY 



MARYLAND STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

200 WEST BALTIMORE STREET 
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201>2595 
(>01) i59* 

2325 



October 23, 1986 



Dr. Ernest Btindschtih 
Physical Education Department 
University of Georgia 
850 College Station Road 
Athens, 6A 30610 

Dear Ernie: 

Thank you for agreeing to make a brief presentation on 
November 13 and a more extensive address on November 14, 
1986 at Maryland physical education inservice events. The 
first function will be sponsored by Howard and Anne Arundel 
Counties with M3DE support) the second vill be an MSDE 
statewide conference on "Optimizing Instruction in Physical 
Education.** The Friday schedule which is enclosed lists 
your topic, <*The Kids Are Not Ours To Keep** from 10:40 - 
11:55 a.m. Presently that session is planned for an 
activity room which should allow space for some or all of 
the 40»50 adapted teachers to become actively involved in 
learning experiences or demonstrations within yoxir 75 minute 
program. Do you think chairs will be needed for attendees 
or can they sit on the floor when you are lecturing? Please 
let me know by phone or note any audiovisual equipment or 
supply needs (balls, etc.) you might have for that session 
or the Thursday evening presentation. 

On Thursday approximately 125-*150 elementary teachers 
are expected to participate in Maryland's Third Evening 
Statewide Physical Education Workshop. Information about it 
and a suggested theme for your half hour presentation are 
enclosed. When you confirm your flight arrangements, please 
inform me so Z can plan travel for you from the BWI airport 
to the Quality Inn motel where I have reserved your room, 
and to your evening session at the nearby MacArthur Middle 
School. After your presentation transportation back to the 
motel can be arranged whenever you are ready to depart. The 
airport is close to the workshop site and the motel. An 
arrival time prior to 5:00 p.m. would provide adequate time 
to facilitate your travel to the school; however, if you 
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want tiaa for raat or preparation an earlier arrival is 
recommended. (I hope these arrangement* will fit in with 
your plan .to viait another state Department's personnel 
during this trip north.) 

Thank you for offering to explore the possibility of 
supplying teachers in the Friday session with some useful 
materials on adapted physical aducatlon. Any practical 
handouts would be appreciated by our workshop attendees on 
Thursday evening or Friday. ApproxiMtely 150 teachers — 

apecialists ~ are axpected on Thursday; 
on Friday 40-60 adapted teachers and cpecial education 
supervisors are anticipated. 

I am devele .ing a second contract for you which will 
arrive soon froa our MSDE payment agency, RESA. It will 
^f^^L?®?^. flight expenses from Atlanta and back (estimated 
at $200.00), overnight lodging of $44.96 iwsluding tax, 
travel to and from the Atlanta airport « $.19/mile 
(estimated: $40.00), food for two days « $16.00/day, and 
parking at the Atlanta airport if needed (estimated at 
$20.00). Please call if you feel there is a discrepancy in 
these amounts. Your $300.00 fee for two days of service 

axpended from the regular XSDE contract #620770 
which we negotiated previously. 

4. i®®? *® welcoming you back to tlie "Blue Crab 

?J! Pl"»in9 committee deeply appreciates 

tne effort and time you have agreed to devote to the 
updating of Maryland physical educators in an essential 
area, that of providing effective instruction to special 
needs youngsters. •*'-wa.ax 

Sincerely, 



Betty A. 4eid, Ph.D. 
specialist in Physical Education 



BAR/hew 
Enclosures 



cc: Paul Rusko, Anne Arundel Courty 
Physical Education Coordinator 

Robert Janus, Prince George's County 
Meter Development Supervisor 
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ID-SOUTH I^EGIONAL (RESOURCE CENTER 

123 PortSf SuikSjrig « Untvsrwty cf Ksntucfcy » Lestngton. Kentucky. 40S06-Q2Q5 • 

A r^gkKial prof0Ct swvvio pmm and •ductM «4)o prov^ p«f«on» wnh hwKlicifM m 

0«to¥w«f», 0«tnct of Co»ombit. tUntuckv. Marytond, North Carobnt, South Carotmt, 
T*nn«Mt. VirgiTM, and W«t VfrgirM 



October 7: 1986 

TO: Members of the CSPD Task Force 

FROM: Christy Ann Riffle, W59SSxf^^^ 

RE: Materials Package, Planning Document & Meeting Update 

This package contains materials that have been collected since the 
last Task Force meeting. Some of these materials were gat*, red based upon 
specific information requests from the Task Force, i^nd ct^ :s are Incluoea 
because they contain information related to the two topics under discussion 
for the meeting next week: Needs Assessment and Evaluation. A bibliography 
is attached that lists the materials included in this package. 



A draft copy of the agenda and objectives for the meeting are 
included. 7t copy was sent to you via SpecialNet, but in case you did not 
see it, here ' It Is again! In addition, you will find a copy of 
Comprehensive System of Personnel Development; A Planninc Document. This 
draft document has been prepared by Sheila Draper and myself In response to 
the Kid-South Advisory Committee's charge to the CSPD Task Force to develop 
an outline of the components and process for CSPD. We request that members 
of the Task Force complete a preliminary review of this draft document 
prior to the scheduled presentation and discussion of It on Wednesday* 
October 15. Your reviewing it ahead of time will enable the Task Force to 
arrive at specific suggestions, recommendations and comments regarding the 
cocument in the time allotted. 

You will notice that thrre are times scheduled on the agenda for 
scate-nv-state snaring and discussion on the two general meeting topics: 
Neeos ssessment and Evaluation, Please bring along any Information you 
v;isn to share with the Task Force regarding these topics. If you are 
making copies of any Information, please make 15 copies or if you wish the 
MSRSC can make the copies for you here in Lexington, prior to the scheduled 
sharing sessions. 

We iook forward to seeing you in Lexington, and anticipate an 
enjoyabie* and productive meeting. - • 

cc: State Directors •& Contacts for Task Force Members 
3cD Sterrett. Ken Olsen, Ethel Bright 
1C3-04-P.W-OC 



enclosure. 
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(1) Completed questionnaires, precoded to identify one of 5 geographic regions (Rl through R5} and one of 2 school types 

(E -elementary or S-secondary), are grouped according to code before data entry (RIE, RIS, R2E, R23 etcj. ' Data from 
questionnaires bearing the same code is entered as a group, then stored in a properly named data file. Filename RIE 
contains only that data received from elementary schools in Region I. The resulting ten data files, RIE - R5S, contain 
all dat* received. NOTE : Data entry tasks are complete at this point. 

(2) Elementary and secondary files from the same region are combined into regional files (R1-R5) for geographic comparisons, 

(3) All elementary and secondary files are combined into statewide elementary and statewide secondary files for comparison. 

(4) Statewide elementary and statewide secondary files are combined to produce an overall statewide analysis. 
This structure results in 18 individual analyses. 
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QUESTION 1 

Cher Qualification by Degree 



Teachers Responding 
N / Z 



' Bachelor 


151 


/ 


47. 


00 


[ Master 


io5 


/ 


52. 


00 


Specialise 


3 


/ 


1, 


.00 


Doctorate 


0 


/ 


0, 


.00 



I 



J^al Questionnaires Processed: 319 

mber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 319 /lOO^OO 

lumber / /ercent NO Response: 0 / 0,00 
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QUESTION 2 
eacher Qualifications by College Credit 



Teachers Responding 

N/2 N/2 N/2 

1-5 6-10 11-15 

N Mean Max Courses Courses Courses 
# courses 



Adapted Physical Educ. 256 2.48 12 228 

80. 002 



22 
8. 002 



6 

2. 002 



Motor Development 



1S7 2.80 13 



175 
61. 002 



15 
5. 002 



7 

2.002 



Special Education 



127 2.36 30 



116 
41.002 



7 

2.002 



3 

1,002 



otal Adapted PE courses reported: 636 
otal Motor Development courses reported: 552 
otal Special Education courses reported: 300 



otal Questionnaires Processed: 
umber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
umber / Percent Inappropriate Responses: 
umber / Percent NO Response: 



319 

285 / 89.00 

16 / 5.00 

18 / 6. 00 



i 
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QUESTION 3 

'eacher Qualification - Supervised Practicuo 



J-5 



Teachers Responding 

N / Z N / Z 

Yes No 



Supervised Practicum tn 
Special Physical Education 

Student Teaching in 
Special Physical Education 

Student teaching in 
Regular Education Class 



73 / 24.00 



22 / 7.00 



122 / 39.00 



234 / 7C.0O 



281 / 93.00 



187 / 61.00 



I 

I 
I 
I 

1 

I 
I 

1 



[Total Questionnaires Processed: 
Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

314 / 98.00 
5 / 2.00 
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QUESTION 4 

Number of Inservice Days in Adapted Physical Education • Last 5 Years 



Teachers Responding 

Max N / Z 



Max days, reported 30 

0 days 179 / 59.00 

1-5 days 106 / 35.00 

6-10 days H / ^-^0 

Over 10 days 6 / 2.00 



Total Questionnaires Processed; 319 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 302 / 95.00 

Number / Percent Inappropriate Responses; 0 / 0.00 

Number / Percent NO Response: 17 / 5.00 
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QUESTION 5 

ength of Average Class Period 



Teachers Res pond in g 
N / 2 



15-25 min 40 / 13.00 

30-45 min 159 / 50.00 

45 + min 119 / 37.00 



otal Questionnaires Processed: 319 
umber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 318 /lOO.OO 

lumber / Percent NO Response: 1 / 0.00 



I 



.■wis;ii(<s-*j^v^»*. .... 
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QUESTION 6 

eacher Workload by tmbcr of Classes and Students 



Teachers Responding 

Mean Max N / Z 



CLASSES: 

Mean/Max Classes/day Reported 
Fewer than 7 classes/day 
8-10 Classes/day 
11-15 Classes/day 
16 + Classes/day 



6.08 



14.00 



228 / 82.00 

39 / 14.00 

11 / 4.00 

0 / 0.00 



HANDICAPPED STUDENTS: 

Max Number of Handicapped 

Students /Class reported 
Mean number of Handicapped 

Students/Class 
Mean Number of Handicapped 

Students Served/Day /Teacher 

0 students/class 

I- 5 students/class 
6-10 students /class 

II- 15 students/class 
16-20 students /class 
20 + students/class 



2.85 
17.29 



69 


/ 


25. 


00 


173 


/ 


62. 


00 


23 


/ 


8. 


00 


11 


/ 


4. 


00 


1 


/ 


0. 


00 


1 


/ 


0. 


00 



REGULAR STUDENTS: 

Max Number of Regular Ed. Students 

Reported/Class 
Mean Number of Regular Ed. S?:udents 

Reported/Class 
Mean number of Regular Ed. Students 

Students Served /Day /Teacher 

0 students /class 

I- 10 Students /class 

II- 25 students/class 
26-50 students/class 
51-100 student 8 /class 
101-200 students /class 
200 + students/class 



140 

28.83 
175. 12 



5 


/ 


2.00 


2 


/ 


1.00 


84 


/ 


30.00 


182 


/ 


65.00 


4 


/ 


1 . 00 


1 


/ 


0. 00 


0 


/ 


0.00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 319 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 278 / 87.00 

Number / Percent Inappropriate Responses: 39 / 12.00 

Number / Percent NO Response: 2 / 1.00 
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QUESTION 7 

eacher Workload by class meetings per week 



Teachers Responding 
Mean 
1-5 



N / : 



la - 8 Meetings /Week 



4.23 



f- 

i 

I 
I 

I 
1 

t 
I 
I 
1 
i 



1. 1 Time/Week 

■2. ? Times/Week 

b. 3 Tlmes/Ueek 

A Times/Week 

5 Times/Week 



3 / 1.00 

41 / 13.00 

48 / 15.00 

13 / 4.00 

211 / 67.00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 
Number / Percent Appropriate Responses; 
Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

316 / 99.00 
3 / 1.00 
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QUESTION 8 

Teacher Workload by Number of Schools Served 



J-10 



Teachers Responding 

Mean Max N / Z 



Mean/Max Schools Reported 1.18 6.00 

0 Schools 1 / 0-00 

1 School 260 / 88.00 
2-5 Schccls 33 / 11.00 
6-7 Schools 2 / 1.00 
8-10 Schools 0 / 0.00 
11-15 Schools 0 / 0.00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 319 

Number / Percent Appiropriate Responses: 295 / 92. 00 

Number / Percent Inappropriate Responses: 0 / 0.00 

Nucber / Percent NO Response: ' 23 / 7.00 
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QUESTION 9 
Types of Handicapped Students Served 



Teachers Responding 

N / 



Multi/Physical Handicapped 114 / 39,00 

Mild Mental Handicapped (EMR) 172 / 58,00 

Moderate/Severe Mental Handicapped (TMR-SMR) 62 / 21.00 

Hearing/Vision Impairment 174 / 59.00 

Learning Disability 254 / 86.00 

Behavior Disorder 212 / 72.00 

Severe Emotional Disturbance 76 / 26.00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 319 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 296 / 93.00 

Number / Percent NO Response: 23 / 7.00 
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QUESTION 10 

frequency of Facility Use for Handicapped Students 



1 






Teachers Responding 














Mean 


N/Z 


N/Z 


N/Z 


N/Z 








Level 


Never 


SomeClmes 


Always 


No 




I 


Total 


1 


-3 


Used 


Used 


Used 


Facility 


Gym 


303 


1. 


40 




39 




101 




158 












1 3 


OOZ 


33 


. OOZ 


52 


. OOZ 


2. 


OOZ 


Multipurpose Room 


269 


1 


98 




48 




83 




44 




94 








18 


.OOZ 


31 


.OOZ 


16 


.OOZ 


35. 


OOZ 


Outdoor Field 


296 


2. 


26 




37 




140 




114 




5 










13 


.OOZ 


47 


.OOZ 


39 


.OOZ 


2. 


OOZ 


Swimming Pool 


2C3 


1. 


82 




40 




44 




21 


158 








15 


.OOZ 


17 


.OOZ 


8 


.OOZ 


60. 


OOZ 


* 

Locker Room 


281 


2. 


27 




55 




45 




113 




68 










20 


.OOZ 


16 


.OOZ 


40 


.OOZ 


24. 


OOZ 


Classrootc 


262 


2. 


04 




69 




91 




78 




24 










26 


.OOZ 


35 


.OOZ 


30 


.OOZ 


9. 


OOZ 


Weight Room 


278 


2. 


05 




39 . 




95 




48 




96 








14 


.OOZ 


34 


.OOZ 


17 


.OOZ 


35. 


OOZ 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 
jNumber / Percent Appropriate Responses 
Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

308 / 97.00 
11 / 3.00 



I 

I 
I 
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QUESTION 11 
Physical Education Equipment Budgets 



Mean/Max Budgets Reported 

$0 / y«fir 

$1-$100 / year 

$101-$300 / year 

$301-$500 / year 

$501-$700 / year 

$701-11000 / year 

$1000 + / year 



Teachers Responding 

Mean Max 



$ 1360.21 $14000.00 



N / Z 



5 / 2.00 
4 / KOO 
51 / 19.00 
AA / 16.00 
23 / 9.00 
35 / 13-00 
107 / 40*00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses 

« 

Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

269 / 84.00 
50 / 16.00 
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QUESTION 12 

ercent of Budget Equipment Budget Used for Handicapped Students 



Teachers Respondin,"? 
Mean 



N / % 



Mean by Category 

1. OZ / year 

2. 1-lOZ / year 

3. 11-25Z / yecr 
A. 26-50Z / year 
5. 502 + / year 



1 .84 



131 / 44.00 
120 / 41.00 

23 / 8.00 
4 / 1.00 

18 / 6.00 



rotal Questionnaires Processed: 319 

'lumber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 296 / 93.00 

'Jumber / Percent NO Response: 23 / 7.00 
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QUESTION 13 
*eachcr Participation in lEP Process 



Teachers Responding 

N/Z N/Z 
Total YES NC 



N/Z 
DON'T KNOW 



Refer students to 311 
Special Ed. Faculty 

Request to take part in 305 
IE? meetings 

Attend IE? meetings 307 



Send written input to ?>7 
IE? meetings 

Write parts of lEPs for 304 
Handicapped children in PE 



185 
59.002 


110 
35.002 


5. 


16 
002 


75 
25.002 


211 
69.002 


6. 


19 
002 


97 
32.002 


195 
64.002 


5. 


15 
002 


143 
47.002 


150 
49.002 


3. 


14 
002 


74 
24.002 


214 
70.002 


5. 


16 
002 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 

Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

313 / 98.00 
6 / 2.00 
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QUESTION 14 








X U X U £^ tUd L X w U U *1 X£ix X O X CIS U9CO 












Teachers 

1 U L O X 


Respond Ing 
N/Z 


N/Z 

NO 


N/Z 

DON'T KNOW 


V Standard lEP form used 


301 


175 
58. COZ 


19 
6. OOZ 


107 
36. OOZ 


1 Special form for P£ section 
• of lEP 


298 


41 
14. OOZ 


174 
58. OOZ 


83 
28. OOZ 


V Parents provide Input on 
H Physical Education goals 


297 


80 
27. OOZ 


120 
40. OOZ 


97 
33. OOZ 


M School has data bank or 
B list of lEP goals and 


29 6 


34 
11. OOZ 


97 
33. OOZ 


165 
56.DC2 


wTotal Questionnaires Processed: 




319 






MNumber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 


306 / 96.00 






Number / Percent NO Response:. 




13 / 4.00 








117 


• 







I 

J-17 

s 



■ QUESTION 15 








Teacher involvement in recommending placement 
^ed or regular ?£ classes 


of handicapped 


children 


Into adapt 


■ Teachers 


Responding 


N 


/ Z 


YES - Teacher is involved 




134 


/ 42.00 


H NO - Teacher is not involved 




93 


/ 29.00 


NOT APPLICABLE 




91 


/ 7.9.00 


^ Total Questionnaires Processed: 


319 






V Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 


318 /lOO.OO 






M Number / Percent NO Response: 


11 0.00 






r o 
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QUESTION 


16 








•"actors in Determining Student 


Need for 


Adapted Physical 


Educa t ion 






Total 


Teachers Responding 
Mean N/Z N/2 
Level Little 
1-3 Importance Importance 


N/Z 

Considerable 
Importance 


Formal tests 


291 


2.26 


42 
14.00Z 




131 
45. OOZ 


118 
41. OOZ 


Teacher Observation 
m Skills, Fitness etc 


291 . 


2.49 


12 
4.00Z 




124 
43. OOZ 


155 
53. OOZ 


* Teacher Observation 
Social, Emotional 


291 


2.33 


25 
9.00Z 




146 
50. OOZ 


120 
41. OOZ 


P Student^s I£P Goals 
and Objectives 


26S 


2.01 


58 
22.00Z 




150 
56. OOZ 


60 
22. OOZ 


■ Advice of Other 
' Professionals 


289 




13 
4.00Z 




171 
59. OOZ 


105 
36. OOZ 


M P^rent^s Preference 


284 


2.01 


54 
19.. OOZ 




173 
61. OOZ 


57 
20. OOZ 


^ Child's Preference 


284 


1.95 


71 
25. OOZ 




156 
55. OOZ 


57 
20. OOZ 


Scheduling 
H Convenience 


286 


1.71 


125 
44. OOZ 




119 
42. OOZ 


42 
15. OOZ 


Student's Grade 
Level 


285 


1.51 


160 
56. OOZ 




105 
37. OOZ 


20 
7. OOZ 


■ Handicapping 
Condition 


286 


2.40 


30 
10. OOZ 




112 
39. OOZ 


144 
50. OOZ 


I Chronological Age 


283 


1.57 


143 
51 .OOZ 




118 
42. OOZ 


22 

O 9 U U M 


Total Questionnaires Processed: 
^ 5Jumber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
■Number / Percent NO Response: 


319 
292 / 
27 / 


92. 
8. 


00 
00 




r ® 
Ierlc 
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QUESTION 17 

Degree of Difficulty in Assassing Performance Levels of Handicapped Children 







Teachers Responding 










Mean 


N/Z 


N/2 


N/2 


N/2 






Level 


Never Sometimes 


4\± way s 


Mrt ^ 

il O L 


• 


Total 


1-3 


Indiv . 


Indiv. 


Indiv. 


Applicable 


Physical Fitness 


293 


1.59 


138 


105 


27 


23 








47.002 


36.002 


7 • XJU H 


A 002 


I Gross Motor Skills 


294 


1.51 


154 


102 


20 


18 








52.002 


3b. 002 


7.002 


6. 002 


Social/Emot. Skills 


296 


1.99 


58 


164 


56 


18 








20.002 


55.002 

V 


19.002 


6.002 


1 Sports Skills 


295 


1.40 


173 


87 


11 


24 








59.002 


29.002 


4.002 


8.002 


Knowledge of Sports 


293 


1.52 


147 


68 


23 


35 








50.002 


30.002 


8.002 


12.002 


Growth, Development 


293 


1.79 


88 


159 


30 


4 








30.002 


54. 002 


10.002 


1.002 



5 



otal Questionnaires Processed: 
umber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

296 / 93.00 
23 / 7.00 



120 
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QUESTION 18 

actors in Assessing Motor Ability in Handicapped Children 



Total 



Teachers Responding 
Mean N/2 N/2 

Level No Some 

1-3 Prob. Prob, 



N/2 N/2 
Consid. Not 
Prob. Applic. 



Not Aware of 297 2.12 

Appropriate Tests 

Inadequate Skills in 296 1.91 

Administering Tests 

Do not believe in 288 1.28 

Testing, assessing 

Cost of Purchasing 293 2.07 

Testing materials 

Lack of Phys. Educ. 296 2.20 

Class tine 



58 
20.002 

97 
33.002 

155 
54.002 

75 
26.002 

79 
27.002 



126 
42.002 

102 
34.002 

31 
11.002 

90 
31 .002 

60 
20.002 



92 
31.002 


7 


21 
. 002 


73 
25.002 


3 


24 
.002 


12 
4.002 


31 


90 
.002 


92 
31.002 


12 


36 
.002 


135 
46.002 


7 


22 
.002 



otal Questionnaires Processed: 
Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
'umber / Percent NO Response: 



319 

300 / 94.00 
19 / 6.00 



1^ 
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Question i9 

.ndividualization of Instruction ft ^ Handicapped Students 



I 

t- 
I 



Teachers Responding 



Mean 
Level 



N/2 
Never 



N/Z 
Somet ime s 



N/Z 

Always 



N/Z 
Not 





Total 


1 


-3 


Ind iv . 


Indiv. 


Indiv. 


App lie 


Class Activities 


305 


2. 


08 


38 
12.00Z 


182 
60.00Z 


60 
20.00Z 


25 
8. OOZ 


Equipment 


305 


1. 


96 


57 
19.00^ 


177 
58.00Z 


45 
15.00Z 


26 
9. OOZ 


Assessment, Testing 
Procedures 


300 


2. 


06 


54 
18.00Z 


146 
49.00Z 


71 
24.00Z 


29 
lO.OOZ 


Teaching style 


304 


2. 


24 


29 
lO.OOZ 


157 
52.00Z 


97 
32.00Z 


21 
7. OOZ 


Behavior Management 


302 


2. 


21 


36 
12.00Z 


148 
49.C0Z 


95 
31.00Z 


23 
8. OOZ 


Critexria for Grading 
or evaluation 


303 


2. 


35 


29 
lO.OOZ 


116 
38.00Z 


121 
40.00Z 


37 
12. OOZ 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



rotal Questionnaires Processed: 
dumber / Percent Appropriate Responses: 
dumber / Percent NO Response: 



319 

306 / 96.00 
13 / 4.00 
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QUEf'-rON 20 

laservice Needs of Physical Education Faculty 



Total 



Teachers Responding 
Mean N/Z 



Leve 1 
1-3 



No 
Need 



N/Z 

Sone 
Need 



N/Z 

Great 

Need 



Assessment of Motor 
Ability 

Individualized 
Instruction 

Modifying Equipment 
And activities 

Behavior Management 



Writing lEPs 



State and Federal 
Laws 

Knowledge of Handi- 
capping condition 

Motor Development 



Curriculum Material 



299 
299 
299 
299 



2. 15 
2. lA 
2.17 
2.01 



284 2.10 

292 2.08 

297 2.16 

296 2.16 

297 2.26 



37 
18.00Z 

54 
18. OOZ 

47 
16. OOZ 

76 
25. OOZ 

67 
24. OOZ 

66 
2 3. OOZ 

48 
16. OOZ 

47 
16. OOZ 

43 
14. OOZ 



180 
50. OOZ 

150 
50. OOZ 

154 
52. OOZ 

145 

48. OOZ 

121 
43. OOZ 

138 
47. OOZ 

152 
5i .OOZ 

156 
53. OOZ 

133 
45. OOZ 



82 
32. OOZ 

95 
32. OOZ 

98 
33. OOZ 

78 
26. OOZ 

96 
34. OOZ 

88 

:o.ooz 

97 
33. OOZ 

93 
31 .OOZ 

121 
41 .OOZ 



Total Questionnaires Pucessed: 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 

Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

3C0 / 94.00 
19 / 6.00 



ERIC 



12J 



QUESTION 21 

Single Most Pressing Inservice Need in Physical Education 



J-23 



Teachers Responding 



N / Z 



Assessoent of Motor Ability 
Individualized Instruction 
Modifying Equipment , Activities 
Behavior Management 
Writing lEPs 
State and Federal Lavs 
Knowledge of Handicapping Cond, 
Motor Development 
Curriculum Materials 



33 


/ 


12. 


00 


64 


/ 


22. 


00 


43 


/ 


15. 


00 


15 


/ 


5. 


00 


14 


/ 


5. 


00 


20 


/ 


7. 


00 


33 


/ 


12. 


00 


17 


/ 


6. 


00 


47 


/ 


16. 


00 



Total Questionnaires Processed: 

Number / Percent Appropriate Responses: 

Number / Percent NO Response: 



319 

286 / 90.00 
33 / 10.00 



I 
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OFFICE OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION « 

STATE CAPITOL 
HELENA, MONTANA 59620 
(406) 444-3095 



Ed Argenbrighl 
Superintendent 



October 20, 1986 



Mr. Eniest Bunds chuh 
Project Director 

Comprehensive System of Personnel 

Development 
Physical Education 
University of Georgia 
850 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 

Dear Mr. Bundschuh: 

The SpecPE Needs Assessment Management System has been 
reviewed* The program and instructional manual, which have 
been developed by SpecPE, provided information necessary 
to implement the use of the assessment information including 
clear directions to the use of the computer, the data entry 
process and program modification. 

Tentatively, plans are being developed for the use of this 
program in an initial sampling of physical education teachers 
in certain school districts. Results from this sampling 
would then be analyzed and modifications to the program, 
if needed, would be made. It is possible then, that the 
assessment may be used at the next MAHPERD Conference and 
that the resulting analysis used to plan appropriate inservice 
proj ects . 

It was a pleasure to attend the Portland Conference and 
to meet you. Your help has been appreciated. 

Sincerely, 




SUE PAULSON 
Monitoring Specialist 
Department of Special Services 



SP: sr 



Affirmative Action — EEO Employer 
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The University of Rhode island, Kingston, Rl 02881*0810 ^ 

Department of Physical Education. Health & Recreation Tooteii Pru sica' Eoncaii i • ' 
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February 3, 1986 



Ernest Bimdschuh 
Project Director 
CSPD PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 

Bear Ernie and Shirley: 

I consider myself very fortunate to have the opportunity to participate 
in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs Assesscient Management Systcsi. 

I think this system will be excremely beneficial to the field as well as 
to each individual state. 

I passed the information on to Diane Devine at the Rhode Island State 
Department of Education and to my colleague, Dr. Lorraine E. Bloomquist. 

I passed on your suggestions about having a graduate student completing 
their assessment for the State Department as part of their Master *s degree. 
This is a real possibility right now. We have a graduate student at the 
University of Rhode Island who has submitted a marked proposal of a state- 
wide needs assessment* 

A colleague of mine from Connecticut, Dr. Karen Norton, who works with 
Dr. Jay Shivers at the University of Connecticut, is very interested in 
SpecPE. Jay is on the CSPD committee for Connecticut, Karen is very 
interested in doing a needs assessment in Connecticut and plans on 
contacting your office. 

As far as critiquing the orientation, I think the purpose of the 
orientation was accomplished. From what I have had time to review, 
SpecPE I find to be a sound system and very well organized. It can 
be readily applied for practioners and for a state department. 

I will keep you informed should we come across any major concerns in 
the application of the assessment. 

Sincerely;^ 



Paula J. Scrabav Special Instructor 
Adapted Physical Education Program 
University of Rhode Island 
126 Tootell Center 
Kingston, Rl 02881 



University ol Rhode island is an affirmative action and equal opportunity employer 
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The Umversit>' of Vermont 

CENTER FOR DEVEl OPMENTAL DISABILITIES 
A UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY SATELLITE 
COLLEGE OF EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES 
499 C V/ATERJ/AN BUILDING 
BURLINGTON. VERMONT 05405^160 
(802)656^031 




February 3, 1985 

Dr. Ernie Bundschuh 
CSPD PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, Georgia 30610 

Dear Ernie: 

Just a note to say thank you for having me at the CSPD PE meeting 
in Boston. It was good to see you and Hayde as always. In addition 
to the content of the meeting, it was good for me to get to talk to 
Dick Bartlett and Carol Davis about the Northeast conference. The 
weather cooperated quite nicely, so I even enjoyed the drive home. 

I have enclosed the form with a few choice comments of an evaluative 
nature. By the way, Tve gotten a lot of laughs with the photo of 
you, me and v'hat's-his-name - including leaving a couple of folks 
believing that it is the real thing. High level stuff! 

Keep the faith and say hello to everyone. 

Adaptively yours. 



Larry Carmichael 
LC/ak 
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— CSPD PE- 



850 College Station Road 
Athens. GA 30610 
(404) 542-8970 



Dear Colleague y 

Thank you for participating In the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time neceesary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willlngnesG to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 



1 

I 
I 



THE UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 



AN EgUAl OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION INSTITUTION 
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Kearney State College • Kearnev . NE 68849 



March 19, 1986 



Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 
Project CSPD-PE 
850 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 

Dear Ernie, 

abSuilJoilcf llll If^'^VZ'l}^, University of Colorado, Boulder recently 
about Project CSPD-PE. From Bill's comments, I have become very interested in 
the project My purpose in writing is to infom you of my inter-est If there 
;?easf coS?aJt"e".'° '° '''''''''' i.plementation'of theTrojecTf^NeJJaska:' 

Sincerely, 



Paul Bishop Ed.D. 

Associate Professor and 

Adapted Physical Education Coordinator 



I 
I 



MEMORANDUM 



TO: 



Ernie Bundscbuh 
Project Director 
CSPD PE J 



FROM: 



Audrey SprengerJl/^ 

Coordinator, Pr^^ssional Development 




RE: 



Spec PE manual 



DATE: 



October 23, 1986 



I have received the additional Spec PE manual, and have made it 
available to others in our unit who might benefit from it. 

Thank you, for your thoughtfulness in providing the manual, and for 
your lively and interesting presentation at Lexington. I enjoyed the confer- 
ence and found it a most helpful orientation to my new CSPD responsibilities. 

I also appreciated your congenial and aenerous manner during the more 
informal hours. It was a pleasure meeting you. 



hh/AS6-A 



0 





COLLEGE OF EDUCATION 
SCHOOL OF HEALTH, PHYSICAL EDUCATION, RECREATION AND DANCE 
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February 21 , 1986 



Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 
CSP£ PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 

Dear* Dr. Bundschuh: 

Just a note to express my appreciation for the CSPD PE Needs 
Assessment Workshop in Sacramento, CA., and the Spec P.E. manual. 
Yes, the manual did arrive this week. I did enjoy the workshop and 
the extra time we had to talk. I am looking forwo.^d to completing a 
needs assessment here in Nevada and using your Spec PE procedure. 

Once again, thank you for your time at the workshop and the in- 
formation contained in the manual. 



UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA, LAS VEGAS/4505 MARYLAND PARKWAY/LAS VEGAS, NV 89154/(702) 739-3291 



Respectfully, 




Assistant Professor 



BCM/eah 
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WISCONSIN 
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HANDICAPPED NEEDS ASSESSAAENT PROIECT 



UW-Whitewater Whitewater, WI 53190=1790 



PI03KT DIRDOTR 
DC* Paul liOorltzfln 



JttliB Ottlta 



February 27, 1987 

Dr. Ernest Bundschuh 
850 College Station Rd, 
AttienS) GA 30610 

Dear Ernie* 

We mailed our PE survey two weeks ago to a sanople (300) of Wisconsin PE 
teachers, lha returns have been very good (40%) and we are entering the 
data on the IBM PC. We will be sending you a ccnplete write-up of this 
survey v*ien it is catpleted. Also we will be happy to share any of the 
raw data with you. 

I did get notified that the CSPD special project I submitted last fall 
was funded. Again I hope your proposal is also funded ar I would lite 
to be able to cooperatively work with you in this area of critical 
national need I will be keeping you posted on my activities. 

I hope to see you in Chicago at CED. 

Sincerely, 




Paul Lauritzen 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 
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COLUMBIA 29201 



CharKe C« Williams 
State Superintendent of Education 



June 25. 1965 



Mr. Charles White 

Director of Physical Education 

and Athletics 
SC School for the Deaf and uhe Blind 
Cedar Spring Station 
Spartanburg* SC 29302 

□ear Mr. White: 

Thank you for your letter of June 20 informing me of your initiative in 
physical education for handicapped children. Clearly* physical education service 
delivery to handicapped children in the least restrictive environment is a specific 
requirement of P. L. 9H-142. 

Some progress has been made in this area in South Carolina. Most notably 
was the activity in movement education—a joint effort between the Department 
and the University of South Carolina's University Associated Facility. 

We in the Department would certainly welcome meaningful data in this 
regard. It helps us to meet the provisions of law* but more importantly* gives 
all of us an opportunity to improve and expand meaningful instruction to 
handicapped children in physical education. 

Best wishes to you as you pursue this worthy objective. 




Robert S. Black* Director 

Office of Programs for the Handicapped 



RSB:ab 



cc: Ms. Mary Binn 
CSPD 





SOUTH CAROLINA SCHOOL 
FOR THE DEAF AND THE BLIND 

CEDAR SPRING STATION 
SPARTANBURG. S.C. 29302 
TELEPHONE: (803) 585-771 1 
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A. BARON KbttUl IV 
President 



March 12, 1986 



Dr. £mie Bundschuh 
Department of Education 
850 College Station Road 
Athens, Georgia 30610 

Dear Ernie: 

JL""^!.!"^^ ^ "^lly enjoyed spending the 

day with you and sharing ideas. I am indebted to you for 

l±T±t? "^""i" ^S^"' research. Your operation is pro- 

viding a valuable service to special education. 

IJ^^rJ'T ^^"^1 and dissertation and am getting 

excited about the dissertation topic. I believe in it and f e2 
l^ir^l t to the state. I have been 

trying to schedule a meeting with the committee for March 25th. 

Str-erour'^T'" '° 
wicn tiiem our ideas. 



Thanks again for your warm hospitality and support. I will touch 
base with you as I get more direction. Also. pl2;e give thought 
to ha-ing your students spend some time with us. ^ 



Sincerely, 



Charles White 
Director of Athletics 
and Physical Education 



lERLC 



MR DOUGLAS DENT CMmtn 
Member itlirie 

MRS R B£V£RIY H£RB£«T JR 
Second Con|re»ioflii District 
MRS 1£WISM DAVIS 
fcwth Ccnpttuwi] Distnct 



Secretiry 



DR £ARL f MATHlS. SR 
Third CongrKSiOAi I District 
MRS W BURKE WATSqN 
fifth CoRfress^on*] District 

MR DONALD CAPPS 
Member at Lirie Blind 



eoA< 



OF COMMISSIONERS 

MR HARRY CULPEPPER 
MembeMtlirte Deif 
MRS LINDA K SILVER 
first Con|ressioni> Dislnct 

MRS SARAH M STOKES 
S<ith Cor)|respor)il District 
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Ex OFflClO MEMBERS 

DR Charlie WILLIAMS 

Stite Supennter^Oer^t o» EducittOn 
DR ROBERT S JACKSON 
Commissiorier, DEhEC 

DR TERRY PETERSON 
Repreteriutive Irom the 
Governor s Offic: 



hlay 2, 19S6 



Dr. Ernest Sundschu 
CSPD ?E 

£50 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 3O6IO 

Dear Ernie: 

Thank you so much for your letter of April 25, 
and enclos^Jire. Project CSPD-PE has been very helpful 
and I am eager to use the new Specs and diskette. 



I look forward to seeing you in Au£,ust at 
the consortium meeting. All the oest • 




if. LjuO ( >p:)f>'"t}/r. 



Comprehensive 
System ot 
Personnel 
Development 




•CSPD PE 

350 College Station Road 
Athens, CA 30610 
(404) 542-8970 
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FHIin»T10H OF 



mWM FIR THE 



Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System, The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 



t\^.Si^:L^i^ /n^y^Jj rr^j^/O^.^Jt AJlJ.. 



THE U.,jv/ERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 



AN CQU U OPPOKTUNlTY/AFFlRNVMlVt ACTION INSTITUTION 
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•CSPD PE 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, GA 30610 
(404) 542-8970 



Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for parcicipacing in che orientation co the Spec?E Keeds 
Assessment Hanagenent System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

^ As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*8 utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
In any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 



e 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 



THH UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CEORG, 




j ERlC 



AN EQUM OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION INSTITUTION 
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•CSPD PE ~ 

850 College Station Road 
Athens, CA 30610 
(404) 542-8970 



Dear Colleague) 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utllr'^jation in your state. 

Thank you a;jr.in, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we cev in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment proce'^" 

Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS : 



THE UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 



AN EgUALOPPORTUMTY/AFFlR.VtATIVE ACTION INSTITUTION 
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;PD PE^ 



850 College Station Road 
Athens, CA 30610 
(404) 542-8970 



Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD~PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may w^^. 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

• Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 



Evnest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



ierIc 



COMMENTS : 

I was very pleased to be able to represent Michigan at the Washi ngton 
Orientation of the Needs Assessment Management System. Both of you gave 
very thorough and compijhensive presentations. The materials and infoririution 

you shared provided the help we needed to do a needs assessment for the 

State of Michigan. We plan to survey Special Phy. Ed. teachers, regular 



physical education teachers and any others who might be providing some of 
these services to handicapped children. ^ ^ 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Heeds 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued develo^naent of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Jirector 



COMMENTS : 
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Dear Colleague* 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system* 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary, to reflect on the information and 
consider it^s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



Sincerely, 




Ernest Bunds chuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation tc the SpecP'^ Need- 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge " 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 

allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Bunds chuh 
Project Director 

COMMENTS : 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD*-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible '^utilization of* 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation, Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it^s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: - '0^** 
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Dear Colleague > 

Thank you for participating in the orientation *;o the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation sessioji, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
a'^sessment process. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff vlsh to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short conment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time ^necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 

' r 



rHE UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED FACILITY AT THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA 



K-23 




Comprehensive 
System or 
Personnel 



)\/ f 850 College Station Road 

Ji ^ Athens, GA 30610 
wjR ) (404) 542-8970 



Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Aasesraent Managenent Systea. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and softrare package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



The Spec PE Needs Assessment Management System is very 
well orgatnized and comprehensive, I am hopeful that 
we will be able to utilize the package in de veloping a 
needs statement in AladDcima. 



Glenn M. Roswal, Ph.D. 
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Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 
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Dear Colleague* 

Thank you for participi^tiag in the orientation to the SpecFE Needs 
Assessaent Hanageaent System. The CSFD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation » Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional tlae necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again* and nay ve restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



I want to thank and congratulate you and yo^ colleague Mrs. Shirley 



Crowley for the very professional manner in which you conducted the recent 



in-service CSPD-PE management seminar. I certainly appreciated the indi- 



vidualized instruction, and I am already finding that the materials you 



pro vided are very helpful indeed > I am s ure that your Needs Assessment 

System has great relevance to other areas of special education, and I 
encourage you to give this idea your serious consideration for a future project • 



Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The" CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has parsed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
conten-: and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System, The CSPD~PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows tl- .ditional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider Its utilization in your state, 

•Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



different wavs of colleetincr needs ^cQPssment Hat a. ThP m a nual and np^^ p 
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Sincerely, 




Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS : 
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Dear Colleague » 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Managem^^nt System. The CSPD-PF staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project conten<: and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
requcst a short comment on the ef f ec*:iveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necespary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

.Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague, 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessnent Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

Y 

As some tlm^ has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation. Manual 
content and software package. We T ,el that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time ne.:essary to reflect on the information and 
consider it's utilization in your state. 

'hank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in an, way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 

Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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Dear Colleague^ 

Thank you for participating in the orientation to the SpecPE Needs 
Assessment Management System. The CSPD-PE staff wish to acknowledge 
your efforts in reviewing Project content and possible utilization of 
components in your state service system. 

As some time has passed since the orientation session, may we 
request a short comment on the effectiveness of our presentation, Manu 
content and software package. We feel that this method of evaluation 
allows the additional time necessary to reflect on the information and 
consider it*s utilization in your state. 

Thank you again, and may we restate our willingness to support you 
in any way we can in your continued development of an effective needs 
assessment process. 



Sincerely, 



Ernest Bundschuh 
Project Director 



COMMENTS: 
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The purpose of this video tape is to orient State 
Education Agency personnel as well as others concerned 
with a comprehensive system of personnel development, 
with a needs assessment management system. By utilizing 
the manual, developed by the CSPD-PE Project, individuals 
win have an opportunity to review materials outlining an 
overall format for the development of a needs assessment 
system in special education and then focus on how • 
physical education fits into that system. 



Hello, my name is Ernie Bundschuh and I am the 
director of Project CSPD-PE. CSPD-PE is a federally 
funded project through the Office of Specie! Education 
Programs, Division of Personnel Preparat.icn. U.S. 
Of-^ice of Education. During the past three years, we 
have had the opportunity to work with persoinel from 
an U.S. states and territories in providing strategies 
that may be used in the process of conecting and 
analyzing data related to training needs of individuals 
providing services to special education students. 



The first section of this orientation will focus 
on the overall strategy for developing and implementing 
a needs assessment management system. Seated on my 
left is Mrs. Shirley Crowley, the systems designer 
for this project. She has been responsible for the 
development of the software which allows direct entry 
of data and conseouently analysis of results in what 
we consider a most cost effective and efficient manner. 
Mrs. Crowley will later discuss the fundamentals of 
utilizing the Spec.PE software. In our summary remarks, 
we will be presenting dota collected that might be 
considered exemplary of data from a number of states. 



Thank you Shirley. We begin our orientation by 
reviewing the overall special education needs process. 
It becomes necessary to first ascertain the types and 
extent of data sources that may be available. While 
serving as chairperson of the Needs Assessment Committee 
for the State CSPD, I realized that no one person 
appeared to have complete knowledge ov^er what sources 
were available and where they may be found. 
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This task became a little easier through the 
development of a local education agency Form's Review 
Worksheet, This format can be utilized in invv^ntorying 
the various types of information required of agencies 
such as school systems • Data sources, due dates and 
the personnel receiving this data can all be systematized, 



In our state, it became clear rather early in the 
development of the needs assessment process that four 
data sources provided a focus for initiating a needs 
assessment management system. 



These information sources included local compre- 
hensive plans, monitoring reports, resource center 
surveys, and the subjective evaluation of state 
department personnel functioning as district 1 .bisons. 
Each of these sources holds data allowing qualification 
and quantification of training needs. The identified 
needs can typically be placed under one of seven 
categories including: assessment, due process, lEP 
development, educational programming, service delivery, 
parent involvement and CSPD, 



At this point it is necessary to draw attention 
to the manual developed by project pe*^sonnel on 
needs assessment management. SpecPE, is the term 
given to the assessment system as well as the software 
package utilized in the analysis of data. 
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The manual is separated into two distinct sections. 
Book One, entitled, "Strategic Planning," covers the 
pages to the first divider entitled, "Survey Administra- 
tion." This planning section includes background 
information related to P.L. 94-142 and physical education. 
It also includes directions for effective needs 
assessment development and the goals to be pursued in 
cooperative planning. This is the section that should 
be the concern of personnel involved in establishing the 
survey format. The "Book Two" portion of the manual, 
from the Survey Administration section to the back 
cover, explains the analysis software. The Survey 
Administration section provides an overview of the 
Spec.PE's data storage snd retrieval system. The Data 
Entry section provides more detailed instructions for 
data entry and file management. Program Modification 
is provided as a convenience to those wishing to make 
in-house modifications to the survey analysis. I 
will address the overall planning for the development 
of a needs assessment system found in the first section 
of the manual. Mrs. Crowley will review features of 
data entry anr' analysis contained in Book Two. 



Supplemental material can be found in the inserts 
behind the front and back covers of the manual. One 
of these sources in the front section documents 
information that can be found on pages 26 - 28 in the 
Standards and Guidelines Compliance Documen t utilized 
by the Office of Special Eaucation Programs in 
monitoring state education agencies. Physical education 
is specifically addressed within the Least Restrictive 
Environment section of this cor^pliance document. The 
information is provided as a service and quick 
referral . 



The back insert of the manual contains two documents. 
One is a copy of a position paper sent to the Assistant 
Secretary, Office of Special .ucation and Rehabilitative 
Services, in response to a r uest for operativ^nalizing 
the definition of physical education and the physical 
education service delivery system to individuals with 
disabilities. Professional preparation training compe- 
tencies presented provide a measure of what constitutes 
a qualified person delivering physical education services. 
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The additional document in the back insert is the 
Survey Instrument that should be utilized in implementing 
the physical education needs process^ The survey 
questions are directly correlated to the Spec.PE 
software contained in the plastic inserts 



Please note that any of the material in the 
manual, including the software, may be duplicated 
as many times as needed. Please take every liberty 
to extract information from any part of the text. 




The manual is written in a manner that should 
provide ease of reading and facilitate the utilization 
of the information. I feel it is important to consider 
the total needs assessment management system and then 
physical education as a component of this assessment 
process. The orientation to the manual follows this 
philosophy. One component of the needs assessment 
process simply should not be considered without an 
overall plan for ascertaining training needs of all 
personnel providing services to special education students, 
including parents. The initial section of the Spec.PE 
Manual outlines the structure of CSPD and documents 
the responsibilities of states in meeting the requirements 
as set forth by federal mandate. 



I now refer /ou to Appendix A, beginning on 
page 14. The review of literature involves statewide 
studies for the determination of training needs in 
providing physical education services to handicapped 
students. Recent studies were presented at a research 
symposium. A synopsis of these studies may be found 
in the front cover insert. 
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At the beginning of this project almost three 
years ago, the project staff reviewed all State Plans 
submitted to the U.S. Office of Special Education. 
In reviewing the CSPD portion of each State Plan, it 
was found that most information presented was procedural 
in format and involved little, if any, implementation 
data. Recently, State Plans were a^^ain reviewed. The 
three year time period did reveal a clearer understanding 
of the comprehensive system of personnel development 
process. However, significant strides still appear 
necessary before training implementation data becomes 
the rule rather than the exception. This appears evident 
in the data found in the Annual Reports to Congress 
submitted by the Office of Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services. Appendix B beginning on page 
18 is an example of what might be a typical CSPD 
section of a "local education plan" required to be 
submitted annually to the state education agency. Needs 
statements from these local comprehensive plans are 
identified and grouped by school systems within a 
region of the state and then grouped again to form a 
statewide training needs summary. These local plans 
have been a priir,ary source for training data. 



In order to val 
from "Local Plans," 
to results obtained 
remember, that at th 
needs assessment in 
to physical educatio 
depicting compliance 
compliance can provi 
needs. 



idate further the data derived 
attention has also been given 
through SEA monitoring. Please 
is point the focun is on a general 
special education and not specific 
n. The monitoring instrument 
, non-compliance, or partia. 
de strong indicators of training 



I draw your attention to question #31 on the 
monitoring instrument found on page 28 in the manual. 
This question specifically addresses physical education. 
As you may note, the compliance indicators did not 
include the physical education teacher as a data source. 
Now they are included in the process for reviewing degree 
of compliance. 
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For the moment, I'd like to turn your attention 
to Appendix H beginning on page 49. Some monitoring 
teams for state departments have requested additional 
instrumentation to address service and training needs 
in physical education. This Appendix presents a 
prototype survey instrument that can be given to 
physical educator teachers and returned directly to 
the state education agency monitoring team. 



One additional data bank is a state *s Regional 
Resource/Staff Development Surveys. The survey instrument 
used in Georgia is presented beginning on page 32. A 
number of states have intermediate school districts and/ 
or Regional Resource Centers that provide staff development 
These districts have historically developed and 
disseminated their own surveys. Attempting to compile 
this data into a Statewide Summary can become difficult 
due to lack of continuity across survey instruments. 
The Georgia CSPD Council developed a standard survey 
instrument allowing for more efficient tabulation and 
analysis. On page 33 seven training needs categories 
are outlined. These headings appear to characterize 
needs in special education and vary only in scope 
and depth of training in terms of the population being 
surveyed. Each topical area has been specified further 
in the survey instrument through specific critical 
needs statements. 



A fourth information source for identifying 
training needs is the District Liaisons. State education 
agency personnel that are identified as specialist:; in a 
categorical handicap area may also be the primary contact 
person for school systems in a region of a state. Lodal 
special education directors communicate with this person 
to solve general problems or gather policy information 
not specific to a disability. These liaisons can be 
utilized to further validate information gathered from 
other data sources. As an example, a region of the 
state may have identified "due process" as a critical need. 
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Yet the district liaison was able to point that the 
region went through a series of mediations, hearings 
and law suits in previous years. The need is not 
presently one of highest priority to teachers • What 
may be important now is greater knowledge and skill 
regarding the assessment process, particuarly for 
placement of special education students* 



ERLC 



We have now reviewed the special education data 
sources. A few additional statements should be made 
at this point. First, there does not appear to be a 
need to accomplish a full-fledged needs assessment survey 
ever year. This is true for physical education teachers, 
special education teachers, related services personnel, 
parents, regular educators, or transitional service 
providers, 'typically, a full year is required to 
develop a survey, mail return the survey, then tabulate 
and analyze the results* The second year would require 
identifying personnel to provide staff development/ 
inservice training and schedule these activities. A 
third year should complete the training schedule and 
ensure that needs were "^t of all personnel* 



Just as monitoring occurs every three years and a 
new State Program Plan must be written every three 
years, a special education needs assessment should be 
accomplished, on a full scale, once every three years* 
During the two ensuing years, other surveys may address 
needs of personnel other than special education teachers. 
One survey might involve physical education as in the 
twelve years of the implementation of the Education of 
the Handicapped Act, very few states have focused on 
this direct service mandate* Appendix E, beginning on 
page 38 Is provided to demonstrate how the present 
instrument was formulated. The prototype was reduced 
in size to form a trifold then bundled and sent to 
Regional Centers for mailing to targeted teachers* Upon 
marking their responses, teachers refolded the survey 
and mailed it directly to the survey analyst* 
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Appendix G, Page 47, presents a table to assist 
in the determination of sample size that needs to be 
utilized in order to derive valid results. As an 
example, a state may have 3,400 physical education 
teachers. By using the sampling table, it can be 
noted that 380 teachers would be surveyed to provide 
an appropriate data bank. 



As the Regional Resource Centers are responsible 
for staff development in Georgia, it was deemed 
necessary to separate the state into cells that depict 
these regions. Sample size was established by ascertain- 
ing the number of physical education teachers in each 
region. The data from the various quadrants of the 
states could then be grouped providing statewide totals. 



The organization format used in a state, surveyed 
recently, resulted in the determination that data 
should be generated from five regions. Each region was 
subdivided into elementary and secondary physical 
education teachers. It was the belief of the directors 
of the survey that elemerttary and r-econdary teachers 
had very distinct needs when it came to providing 
services to their students. Adapted physical education 
specialists were surveyed separately from regular 
physical educators. 



The Project survey instrument allows data to be 
collected on the qualifications of teachers according 
to certification and other measures of competency, 
their teaching environment including financial and 
physical resources, the types and number of handicapped 
students being serviced and measures of teacher needs 
in meeting the goal of appropriate services to 
handicapped individuals. 
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I hope this orientation has been fruitful in 
outlining the total needs process in special education 
and the place of physical education in CSPD* The manual 
should no»' be reviewed more closely before implementing 
the needs assessment process • 



In our next segment Mrs. Crowley will explain 
the Data Entry and Analysis Process. 



ERLC 
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The Spec.PE software has been designed specifically to meet 
the expressed needs of states for analyzing statewide 
needs assessment data in their own offices. 

Spec.PE' s operating structure supports the pyramidal analys' 
structure used in most states. And, because you have 
complete control over filenames and data groupings, 
accomodates your established demographic and vocabulary 
patterns. 

Data entry and analysis can be done by special education 
personnel sensitive to purpose ai> well as procedure. 



The second half of the Spec.PE manual is divided into 
three sections: 

SURVEY ADMINISTRATION: provides practical information for 
coordinating your analysis plan and spec.PE's features. 

Pages 15-56 contain information on modification of 
questionnaire wording and samples of the computer 
generated reports for each question. 

^ministrators should review this section to insure that 
Spec.PE does the best possible job in meeting your 
individual needs. 



PROGRAM MODIFICATION: contains instructions for changing 
certain programming details such as exact wording on 
printed reports. Using this section, when questionnaire 
changes are made isn*t strictly necessary, the old white- 
out and typewriter method works fine. 

DATA ENTRY: contains detailed information on software 
operations, along with set-up procedures and a hands-on 
exercise using all Spec.PE menu options. 

Date entry personnel should study and use this section to 
formulate a comfortable working pattern before th.- 
real data analysis begins. 




BEFORE USING SPEC.PE: If you have a fixed or hard disk 
computer, Spec.'^E's programs can be added to your 
directory, and drive designatiors can be set to >uit 
your preferred storage patt^^^ns. See page 70 for 
* instructions. 

For computers having 2 floppy disk drives, you will need 
to make a working copy of the Spec.PE diskette and a 
second data storage diskette. Complete step-by-step 
instructions are found on pages 67-70 of your manual. 

Be sure to use this section, the Spec.PE disk provided with 
your manual can*t work alone, these procedures produce 
an independently operating diskette. 
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USING SPEC.PE: Since Spe.PE was designed to be adaptable 
to a variety of dova analysis structures and in-office 
operating condition it offers a great deal of operating 
flexibility. It woi be impossible to demonstrate all 
the ways that Spec.Pt s features can be tailored to meet 
your and your state's individual needs, but you can 
find them easily. 



On page 74 of your manual, we've provided an exploratory 
exercise which leads you through procedures for creating 
two mock data files, combining them into a third file, 
generating reports for each file, and then destroying 
the mock files, if you want to. 

6tT TO know' SPEC. PE: in three steps: 

Perform the exploratory exercise to get a feel for the 
system 

Then read both the survey Administration and Data Entry 
sections of the manual for explanations of the basic 
features so you can use them to your advantage. 



S{ irley 



Last, experi:..ent with mock files under normal office 

conditions. You'll learn how to organize data entry and 
management tasks to fit both your state's analyr"^s 
structure and your personal working style. 



Shirley/ transition from 
Shirley to computer 
screen 

software already loaded 



We'll get ycj started with a look at Spec.PE's task 
selection menu an. data entry procedures. 

Spec.PE operates with the Spec.PE working disk in drive 
A and the daca storage disk in drive B. 

After loading the software, you will see the \ prompt 
on the left of the screen with the cursor blinking a 
couple of lines below. 

Begin using Spec.PE by typing the command: 

ruti "menu.bas" 
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A screen prompt asks if you wart instructions. Tnese ar- a 
series of screens to refresh your memory when you don't 
have the manual at hand. For now, respond n - no. 

Now we have the task selection menu, which offers 4 primary 
data management options. These options operate indepen- 
dently, yet coordinate so that you can construct a 
working plan conducive to both your state's analysis 
structure and your personal preferences. 




OPTION 1: Data Entry guides you in entering numerical data 
.Tom questionnaires, then requires you to assign a 
temporary filename to that data group. The temporary 
file IS written on the disk, and remains there intact 
until you replace it by entering new data and re-assign- 
ing the same filename. 

This means that you could do data entry in the morning, 
remove the disks, turn off the machine, go to lunch, 
do some word processing, then reload Spec.PE and do your 
data management chores in the afternoon. 



Screen 



OPTION 2: Create a New Permanent File is used to 

establish permanent cumulative data files on the first 
day of data entry. Option 2 creates an exact copy of 
the first day's temporary file, to which you will assign 
a slightly different file name. We use the same base 
filename, with the prefix t for temporary to designate 
temporary data files. 

As long as there is 1 character difference, the computer 
recognizes two distinct data file entities. 



Screen 



^ OPTION 3: Add to an Existing Pernian' File is used to 

update permanent files by adding ntw data from the most 
recent temporary file. 

Jnef^^^^ ^ ^^^'""^ ^^^^ ^^^^ combining two smaller 



Options 2 and 3 perform ver 
not interchangeable. 



different functions and are 
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Chart held in front of 
computer screen 







In practice the system works like this: 

FIRST DAY DATA ENTRY: Enter data from a certain analysis 
'^roup, School District #1, and assign a temporary 
filename, T#l 

USE OPTION 2: to establish a permanent cumulative data 
file for the district, #!• 

FROM THEN ON: Enter additional district 1 data, and assign 
the same filename, T#l. The new data will autcmaticall 
replace the old. 

USE OPTION 3: to add this new data to the established 
permanent file, #1. 

The major advantage of this system shows up in managing 
complex statewide systems. 

The contents of 1 temporary file can be added to several 
permanent files without re-entering any of the raw data* 

If this seems a little confusing right now don't worry. 
It will make sense wnen applied to your state's analysis 
plan because it lets 

YOU CONTROL DATA ENTRY AND ANALYSIS GROUPINGS IN WAYS THAT 
ARE LOGICAL FOR YOUR STATE'S STRUCTURE AND FOR YOU. 



OPTION 4: Analizes data contained in any file you name, 
then generates a printed report. 

OPTION 5: Gives you a controlled means of destroying 
obsolete data files, thereby clearing disk space for 
current data. 

OPTION 6: End Session should alweys be used to sign off. 



You'll want to play with some mock data files to fully 
understand how easily SpecPE can be individualized. 

But for now, we'll look at some features of the data entry 
process. 
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Access the data entry mode by choosing OPTION 1 from the 
task selection menu. 

The Ql data entry prompt appears on the screen. 

Notice that each of the 21 prompts provides you with a 
reminder of the question's subject, instructions and an 
example of proper data entry format. 

Ql is a multiple choice format, so you will type the number 
of the chosen response 1,2^3 or 4 and press the enter 
key 



■N If the teacher left the entire question blank, type the 

letter n (for no response). Spec.PE records and reports 
the number and percentage of respondents who don't 
answer a given question. This information can be very 
useful to administrators, so be sure to use the n 
response when appropriate. 




Suppose you accidently enter the number 5, an option that 
doesn't appear on the questionnaire. 

Listen and watch the screen. 

SpecPE beeps and shows you an error and re-entry message. 
Simply re-enter the proper response and continue. 

The incorrect data was ignored, only responses appropriate 
for the individual question will be accepted by SpecPE. 



r 



Screen 




02 has 3 sub-parts, 3 blanks, each of which should be fille 
in with a number. The data entry pattern for multiple 
response questions is the response to each part sepavate 
by commas. 

For Q2, enter the numbers written in the blanks like this. 
If the middle blank had been empty, I would enter a 
zero for that response 1,0,1. 

Notice that you can use the backspace key to erase then 
retype an entry before the enter key has been pressed. 

If the entire question had been blank. I would have 
entered n,0,0 to indicate no response. 
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Notice that the choices for Ql are labeled with numbers and 



that the parts of Q2 are labeled witf 



I C L LCI D • 



Nujnbers 



indicate that the computer expects one data entry item 
for that question; letters indicate that it expects 
multiple entries. 

Use these cues to avoid having to glance back and forth 
between questionnaires and the screen. 




03, dgain, is a multiple response pattern, we'll enter 
1,1,1. 

Q4 is a single response, fill in the blank. Enter the 
number written in the blank. 

At Q5, I realize that I made a typo on the Q4 entry. The 
entry was witnin the acceptable range of responses for 
Q4, but it wasn't the number written on the questionnaire 
I typed a 1 when the correct entry was a 2. 

At Q5, or any of the 21 prompts, I can correct Q4's entry 
by entering the letter e - for error 




SpecPE exits the data entry mode and enters the correction 
mode. 

CORRECTION SCREEN: Enter the number of the question to be 

corrected. You can correct an entry for any question on 

any questionnaire already entered. 
At the "bad data" prompt, enter the number that needs to be 

removed from the data base. 
At the "good data" prompt, enter the correct number. 

The correction will be made. 

At the Correct Another prompt respond no, SpecPh will 
return to the data entry mode, at the exact point from 
which you exited. 



Screen 



ERIC 



After data for all 21 questions have been entered, SpecPE 
will automatically return to the Ql prompt; ready to 
accept data from the next questi*. ^naire. 

When all questionnaires have been processed, simply respond 
to the Ql prompt by typing the word STOP. 

You will be required to store the data just entered in a 
temporary data file, which you will use to create or 
update one or more permanent files. 
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SOME TIPS WE'VE LEARNED FROM EXPERIENCE: 

As you know, typing numbers takes extra concentration 
because you are thinking and typing character by 
character rather than word by v/ord 

To planning work stations and schedules to minimize 
interruptions and environmental distractions will pay 
off in both time and accuracy. 





For maximum efficiency, try to enter between 10 and 40 
questionnaires from the same data group at one time. 
Personal maximums will vary. Data entry format cues on 
the questionnaire let you keep your eyes in one place 
and you will quickly fall into a comfortable typing 
rhythm which promotes accuracy and retards fatigue. 

If you should type too fase, the computer will tell you by 
making beeping sounds. Stop typing, check the entry on 
the screen for accuracy, and if the computer has lost 
a character, use the bakdspace key to erase and retype 
the entry. 

Don't puoh for speed, a comfortable steady rgythm is faster 
in the long run. 

Larger data entry groups also save time in file management. 
Adding to or combining files only takes seconds of 
computer time, but if you dc it after every 3 or 5 
questionnaires, it will become time consuming. 



Shirley / questionnaire 
forms 



Use a reduced print questionnaire format similar to this 
one, where many questions appear on one sheet rather thar 
a large print multi-page form. 

We've done full statewide analyses using both form types, ar 
find that v/ith the multipage type, we actually spent more 
time turning pages than entering data. 

Frequent page turning also interrupts rhythm and concentra* 
tion. And muscle fatigue from moving the entire arm 
away from and back to the keyboard quickly erodes fine 
motor coordination needed for accurate typing. 
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^ Our last tip regards file management. 

Where the oyerall analysis plan striictiire permits, it is 
best to enter and store all raw data at the lowest 
analysis level, then combine these complete files to 
create larger analysis groups. 

It's more time efficient and easier to organize than trying 
to make multiple file assignments each day. 



Shirley 



In conclusion, SpecPE has proven easy to use and adaptable 
to both state and personal operating styles. 

Take advantage of the tips we*ve given you, and you'T: 
have an efficient, effective and smooth-running analysis 
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